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THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions submitted by Mr. Iverson, on the 
o9th of February, for the appointment of a select 
committee to investigate the action of the late 
naval retiring board. 


The PRESIDENT. On this question the || 
Senator from Georgia [ Mr. ‘Toomss] is entitled to || 


» floor. 

Or. BAYARD. Before the honorable Senator 
from Georgia proceeds with his remarks, I wish 
to ask the permission of the Senate to submit 
(with a view that it may be printed) a substitute 
which I intend to offer, by way of amendment, | 
to the bill reported bY the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, as a remedy for the evils that may have | 
resulted from the action of the naval board under 
the law of 1855. I intend, if it interferes with 
no other Senator, to endeavor to get the floor for 
Monday;and I should like to have this substitute 
printed before that time, as it includes the entire 
remedy which I propose. Lask permission now 
to offer it informally, and accompany it by a 
motion that it be printed asan amendment te be 
offered at the proper time to the bill reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the amendment will be received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. [‘* Agreed.’’} 

Mr. TOOMBS addressed the Senate upon the 
nature of the law of 1855, the action of the board, 
and the proper remedy for the officers who have 
been unjustly dealt with. His speech will be | 
published in the Appendix. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Delaware | 
has notified the Senate that he desires to be heard | 
on this subject on Monday; but he is not present 
at this moment. To accommodate him, I move 
that the further consideration of the subject be 
postponed until Monday, and be made the special 
order for that day, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, 


announcing that the House of Representatives 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 





(H. R. No. 8) to amend the act in addition ta|| 


certain acts granting bounty land to certain offi- 
cers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States, approved 
March 3, 1855, with amendments. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


On motion of Mr. STUART, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the House joint resolution (No. 12,) for 
enlarging the custom-house, post office, and court- 
house at Cleveland, Ohio, the pending question 
being on the amendments of the Committee on 
Commerce to include in the proposed extension 
similar buildings at Detroit and Milwaukie. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I think the prop- 
osition before the Senate is a singularly unfair 
one, and one which the Senator fram Michigan 
should have been the last to offer. The House 
of Representatives, by a suspension of the rules, 
and upon the recommendation of a committee, in 
view of special circumstances, has sent us a reso- 
lution contemplating an increase of the size of the 
custom-house building at Cleveland. If weamend 
this resolution by inserting new propositions, 
and return it to the House, it involves another 
reference to a committee, and further delay. 

Now, sir, it is of the last importance to the 
people interested in the commerce of the city of 
Cleveland and of Lake Erie, that this custom- 
house building should proceed without delay. The 
Department is ready to proceed; and why it should 
be made the bearer for other propositions, simi- 
lar in character, and perhaps meritorious, passes 
my comprehension. I did not treat the Senator 
from Michigan in this manner when he had a 

roposition before the Senate; nor did my col- 
4 treat him so, when two bills were brought 
in here for the improvement of the St. Clair flats 
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|| tice to himself, to withdraw these amendments, 


| and we were asked to pass them without arefer- | 
ence to a standing committee. Then my colleague 
/and myself did not insist on making them the 


|| bearers of our various propositions for the im- 


provement of our rivers and harbors. We allowed 
them to go on their individual merits. Those bills 
have been passed by this body, and have gone to 
| the House, whereas the rest of our bills remain 
| here. Yet, when a resolution is now presented 
| from the House of Representatives for a single 

case, it is proposed to he amended, so as to In- 


| volve the necessity of delay, of further examina- || 


| tion in the House, and perhaps will end in the 
defeat of the original measure, or will at least defer 
it until such a late season that the work cannot 
be progressed with during this year. 

It seems to me that the Senator ought, in jus- | 


| and offer them in the shape of a separate resolu- 
tion. I shall have no objection to that resolution; 
and if he can convince other Senators of its pro- 
| priety, I have no doubt it will be passed at once, 
and can take its appropriate reference in the House. 
Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I do net desire 
to discuss this question; but the Senator from 
| Ohio seems to be laboring under so great a mis- 
apprehension that I think he ought to be corrected. | 
In the first place, 1 have no power to withdraw 
these amendments. They are reported from the 
Committee on Commerce by the instructions of 
that committee, and I have no more power to 
withdraw them than the Senator himself has. 
They are not amendments offered by me individ- 
ually. That is one error into which the Senator 
has fallen. 
In the next place, the Senator says that the 
propesition of the committee is unfair. 
| take a moment to show thatit is not unfair. 


States. The Government of the United States 
| has deemed it proper to make appropriations for 


in the country for its own exclusive use, and has 


over the ground. There cannot be a dollar ex- 
pended for the erection of one of these buildings 
until this requisition is first complied with. 
has been done in these cases. 
happened ? 


ings at Milwaukie and Detroit were made; one 
| year ago an appropriation of a similar character 
| was made for Cleveland. Upon consultation, 
to be conducted in these various buildings have 
| concluded that these structures provided for them 
| are too small. The same case is presented in 
| regard to the buildings at Buffalo and. 

and a joint resolution has passed both Houses 
at the present session to extend the structure at 
Buffalo. The Departments are recommending 
an enlargement at Chicago to a still greater 
extent; and that is the reason why the Committee 
on Commerce did not recommend that it should 
be included in the same resolution. It turns 
out, however, that Cleveland, Detroit, and Mil- 
waukie, in the opinion of the Departments having 
control of these questions, need buildings of pre- 
cisely the same size. The enlargement in these 
three cases is identical in every respect. 

Again, it is deemed prone to go on.with the 
construction of these buildings as soon as it can 
be possibly done in all the three cases. 

ft appears, then, that there cannot be a single 
suggesuon made, applicable to Cleveland, which 
does not apply with equal force to Detroit and 
Milwaukie. t couht show, if it were necessary, 
that the business of the other two places is larger; 

, but that is not necessary. The question of the 
necessity and propriety of these buildings has 
been settled by the appropriations heretofore 
made. Now, when a committee of this body, 
acting in the discharge of its duty, on the recom 
mendations of the Departments, in considering a 





I must | 

This | 
is a subject of legislation not for the State af Ohio, || 
not for the city of Cleveland, but for the United | 


demanded, before the buildings can be erected at | 
all, that the State authority shall be surrendered | 


This | 
Now, what has | 


wo years ago the appropriations for the build- | 
| the Departments having charge of the business | 


at Chicago, | 


} 


| and the St. ee in the State of Michigan, || proposition for the enlargement of the buildings 


at Cleveland, says that it is right and proper to 
put two other places, which stand on precisely 
the same footing in every respect, in the same 
bill, I ask, is it proper to characterize that as 
unfair on the part of any member of the com- 
mittee? I cannot so understand it. 

Now let me say a word in relation to the Sen- 


|| ator’s illustration, for it will be seen, I think, on 


examination, that he was equally in error on that 
point. I need not remark to the Senator from 
Ohio that what I say to him here is not only with 
the utmost respect but with friendship for him. 
I hope I cannot be understood otherwise. The 
bills to which he has referred were introduced by 
my honorable colleague at the beginning of the 
| present session. They were not then referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, because they had 
been recommended by that committee last year, 
passed by the Senate, sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, recommended by the committee 
there, passed by the House, and only failed to 
become laws because the President did not give 
them his approval. They had received the sanc- 
tion of both Houses, and of the committees of 
both Houses, and it was therefore a work of su- 
pererogation to send them again to the Committee 
on Commerce. The same course was pursued in 
| regard to a bill introduced by the Senator from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Suipeut,] for partly the same 
| reason, it having passed the Senate last year. It 

will be perceived, therefore, that there is no anal- 
| ogy between the cases. 

f would notembarrass improperly this measure 
and I have no such object in view. I thought 
explained sufficiently yesterday to the Senators 
from Ohio, and to the aus. the effect which the 
adoption of these amendments will have. The 
bill will go back to the House of Representatives 
it is true, but the question before the House will 
simply be on concurring in our amendments. 
The original measure in regard to Cleveland has 


|| no point of interest in it which does not exist in 
| the erection of these buildings at different points 


both the other cases. The House by a vote of 
two thirds—I think nearly three fourths—took it 
up and acted upon it ahen it stood by itself; 
how, then, will it be hazarded by these amend- 
ments? Its strength will certainly not be injured. 
If Senators will only reflect that these are not 
private or local measures, but measures of public 
and constitutional interest, they will perceive that 
the motive power is increased just in proportion 
as youadd tothem. I admit that if you introduced 
into this measure a new proposition that would 
embarrass it, and I would not do that; I would 
not sanction it; but there is no new proposition in 
these amendments. Provisions have been made 
by law heretofore to erect public buildings at these 
points; they are found to be too small; it is ne- 
cessary to progress with them now, or lose this 
season. The same reason applies to each of these 
cases. They all stand on an equal footing. 
Now, sir, I hope that the action of the com- 
mittee on this subject will be fairly considered by 
the Senate; and, if so, I think the amendment of 
the committee will be sustained. I stated some 
| facts yesterday in the debate which I could repeat 
| if necessary, and which would give more import- 
ance, perhaps, to one of these points than to that 
embraced in the original resolution, but I have no 
desire to embarrass it improperly. I only submit 
that Congress should not be called upon to take 
up each of these propositions separately, when 
recisely the same measure has been agreed to 
by the House in two cases, Buffalo and Cleve- 
land, at the present session. And these stand on 
identically the same grounds. I think, under 
these circumstances, Congress should not he 
called upon to legislate on each particular case in 
a separate bill. I hope the Senate will so consider. 
r. BAYARD. I wish to propound a ques- 
tion which will govern my vote on this matter. 
I know but very little of the rules of the House 
of Representatives, and I desire to ask the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, who has been a 
member of the House for many years, and is ac- 
quainted with its rules and proceedings, whether 
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the adoption of these amendments will endanger | 


the passage of the bill in the House, or delay 
it materially in point of time? If there were a 
probability of that, I should be disposed to vote 
acainst the amendments. I think all the appro- 
priations right enough, because Congress have 
authorized the construction of these three build- 
ines for the combined purposes of the courts, 
custom-house, and post office, in these respective 
places, and it has been found by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as he reports to us, that they are 
not sufficiently large for the proper accommoda- 
tion of the diflerent branches of the public service 
to which they are to be applied. I am willing to 
pay that deference to the opinion of the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury, as it is a matter of executive 
cognizance, on which I have no doubt he has 
fully informed himself, to consider it as correct. 
{ believe, therefore, that the appropriations pro- 
a by the amendments are right and proper; 


mut if the effect of the adoption of the amend- | 


ments will be to delay the bill unreasonably, or to 


embarrass pons with the building to which | 


the original bill passed by the House relates, I 
am not willing to agree to them, but would rather 
ass them in the shape of an additional bill, and 
et them take their own fate. If, however, the 
adoption of them will not have the effect of pro- 
ducing any material delay, I think it appropriate 
and right (the cases standing on the same prin- 
ciple and on the same weight of evidence, and the 
sume necessity existing for the additions,) that 
they should be embodied in the same bill. 

Mr. STUART. As the Senator from Dela- 
ware appeals to me, I will give him my views for 
what , are worth. As he says, I was for 
some time a member ofthe House, and may there- 
fore be supposed to be somewhat familiar with its 
rules. I say that the course which this bill must 
take when it goes back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives with the amendment is this: it will go 
on the Speaker’s table, and after the morning hour 
has expired on any day it will be competent for 
a majority of the House to vote to proceed to the 
consideration of the business on the Speaker’s 
table; and when they do so they can take up 
this bill and concur in these amendments. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PUGH. Will my colleague allow me to 
answer the Senator from Michigan while the | 
matter is fresh in mind? 

Mr. WADE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. My impression and belief are | 
that, if these amendments prevail, they will en- | 
tirely defeat, for the present season, the appropri- 
ation at Cleveland, 
grounds. At the time when the original appropri- 
ation wasmade by Congress, there was no statute 
of Ohio authorizing the cession of jurisdiction 


over the site, and the appropriation has lain over, | 


I think, for two years, until the Legislature of 
Ohio could meet and pass a statute of that de- 
scription. The law has been passed, and we are | 
now ready to proceed with the work. We are 
already behind the site of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

I know, sir, that when this joint resolution shall 
go back to the House of Representatives with these 
amendments, if they be adopted, the question 
will be on concurrence in the Senate amendments; 
but what will be the case in point of fact? This 
resolution has been in Committee of the Whole | 
House under their rules, which require every 
appropriation of money to be first considered in 
Committee of the Whole House. That commit- 
tee was discharged from its further consideration, 
and it was then put on its passage. If now we 
send back to the House propositions for further | 
appropriations, they will not vote upon them on 
a simple motion to go to the business on the 
Speaker’s table, but the Senate amendments will | 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole House, | 
and there they willstay. , 

Mr. BAYARD, Do I understand the honor- | 

| 
| 
i 


able Senator to say that, under the rules of the 
House of Representatives, if we send this bill back 
with amendments, the necessary effect will be 
that the whole bill, together with the amendments, 
must go to the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PUGH. That is my opinion. As it is a | 
matter in regard to the rules of the other House, 
however, it isa matter of judgment. 


Mr. BAYARD. 
control my vote, 





That case stands on peculiar 
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Mr. PUGH. The appropriation for Milwaukie | has since been reported by the Committoe on 


and Detroit must be regarded as new appropria- | 
| tions, which have not been considered in Com- 


land has been so considered. 
Now, let me see whether it is in the power of 


my friend from Michigan to withdraw his prop- || 


osition. When I said it was unfair, of course I 
did not mean anything personal towards him; 
but I spoke of the character of the proposition. 


Here it is proposed to insert the buildings at De- 


troitand Milwaukie; and does not every Senator | 


|| river, would not the Senator have implored me, 
| mittee of the Whole House, but this for Cleve- | 


know that the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. | 


Srvart,| and the Senator from Wisconsin, | Mr. 
Dopce,} are two of the members of that very 
committee? When my friend from [owa, [Mr. 
Jones,] yesterday succeeded in tabling this reso- 
lution, it was because the committee had not in- 
cluded his custom-house. 

Sir, the question before us simply is whether, 
because the House of Representatives has passed 


this resolution on considerations confined to itself, | 


it shall be made to carry every other locality in 
which a Senator may be interested; and whether 


those Senators who happen to be members of the | 


Committee on Commerce shall saddle it with their 
propositions, and leave off that of the Senator 
from Iowa? Why, sir, we passed a few days 
since the resolution from the House for the en- 
largement of the Buffalo custom-house. Why 


were not these popes offered as amend- | 


ments to that?) Why is it that we wait for the 
case of Cleveland, in the State of Ohio, before 
any such amendments are proposed. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to saya word of explanation in my own 
behalf in this matter ? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. When I went into the room 
of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate 
yesterday morning, | was informed, as I under- 
stood, that the amendments proposed by the Sen- 


ator from Michigan, a colleague of mine on the | 


committee, would be acceptable to the Senators | 


from Ohio, and therefore | agreed to report that | 


the amendments should be made. It was not until 
the debate arose that I knew there was opposition 
to them. 


If I had understood the case rightly, 1 | 


should have been opposed to incorporating this | 


proposition into the other. At the same time, if 
the two amendments shall be adopted, I shall feel 
it to be my duty to support also the proposition of 


_ the Senator from Lowa in regard to Dubuque; but 


I agree with the Senator from Ohio that the better 
plan is to let each proposition stand by itself. 
Mr. PUGH. 
New York is a member of the Committee on 
Commerce; and the bill for the enlargement of 


' the custom-house building at Buffalo, in New 
| York, was not embarrassed by any amendment, 


but was passed at once. Now, I ask the Senate, 
and I ask my friend from Michigan, whether I 
have demanded anything unreasonable when I 
say that the custom-houses at Milwaukie and at 


I believe that the Senator from | 


Detroit shall stand on their own merits; shall go | 
through the other House regularly, as this reso- || vided for in a separate bill. There is another con- 


lution has; and shall not be put on by way of 
rider to defeat or defer a proposition which the 
House of Representatives has fairly considered? 

But the Senator says that this is not peculiar 
to the State of Ohio. In one sense, to be sure, it 
is not. It is not peculiar to Ohio in the sense 
that we have any personal interest in it; but sll 


| the people concerned in the commerce of Cleve- 


|, myself to protect. 


land are citizens of the State of Ohio, and citizens 
whose interest it is the duty of my colleague and 
I have no hostility toward 


| these other measures; but I simply ask that those 
interested in them shall do as we have done— 


1 


| 


| 
| 


If that be the fact, it would | 


have them passed on their own merits. 

I did not mean to indicate that the bills which 
we passed for the improvement of navigation 
overthe St. Mary’s and St. Clair flats were not 
proper bills, I voted for them; I would do so 
again; .but Il say that they passed the Senate in 
advance of every other proposition of the same 
nature; they have gone to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, while the rest of the river and harbor 
bills are here delayed for more than one or two 
months. The Senator from Michigan obtained 
the passage of his local measures without any 

entleman here offering tomake them the medium 
or carrying their propositions. If I had offered, 
as an amendment to one of these bills, that which 








May |, 


Commerce, to improve the navigation of the Ohio 


permit his case to go on its merits? Now, I only 
ask him to do likewise. I appeal to him, and ¢ 
the Senator from Wisconsin, to bring in their 
pees separately, and let them be consi. 
ered separately, on their own merits, for I assyp 
them that the roa necessity which demands 
that we proceed with the custom-house at Cleyo, 
land is urgent, and thatthere ought to be no do. 
lay. 

Mr. WADE. I have but avery few words ty 
add to what my colleague has already said. Tips, 
is of more importance than on else in this 
matter. It is imperative that the original resoly. 

| tion, if passed at all, should be passed at once, | 
do not say that the propositions embraced in tho 
amendments have not equal merit with the ori. 
ginal resolution. I do not think, however, tha 
they have superior claims in any particular; but, 
at any rate, | can see no necessity for embarrass. 
ing the original resolution. IT think it would bp 
much better to allow it to pass by itself, ang 
permit the work at Cleveland to be proceeded 
with at once. It is agreed on all hands that itis 
expedient that it should be done without any 
unnecessary delay. If it is a public measure, 
not peculiar to the State of Ohio, as the Senator 
from Michigan says, what reason connected with 
the public interests is there for this delay? None 
has been assigned. None can be urged. 
Besides, the adoption of the amendments now 
will not expedite their final passage. I have no 
doubt that you could pass them separately in 
this body at once, and they would become laws 
just as soon as the whole will when all are put 
together, but the original measure will be delayed 
| by that course, and it may be a delay of a great 
length of time. I have consulted many expe. 
rienced members of the House on that point, 
and I learn from them that delay may be antici- 
pated, and for this reason I urge the passage of 
the original resolution at once without amend- 
ment, because it is important that it should not 
be deferred. Iam assured that there will be creat 
danger of delay if the resolution be sent back to 
the House with amendments. I am told that it 
will almost necessarily go again into the hands 
of the Committee on Commerce; and we all know 
that when a measure goes before a committee of 
the House there is no telling when they will have 
an Opportunity to report it. I do not presume 
| that the committee of the House will be hostile 
to the amendments, but the rules of the other 
House are such that it is difficult for them to 
report, except occasionally. ‘They have to wait 
from day to day, from week to week, and some- 
| times from month to month, before they have an 
opportunity to make reports, and Ihave no doubt 
_the whole measure will be delayed in that way, 
if amended. 

For this reason I desire to have the resolu- 
tion passed as it came from the House without 
amendment, and then the other cases can be pro- 


r 


sideration for this course. The Representative of 
the Cleveland district in the other House took 
great pains to have the resolution passed. Since 
it was passed by the House he has left the city, 
and in his absence no one, I presume, will take 
it specially in charge, if it be sent back there. 

All these considerations urge me to ask the 
| Senate to pass the resolution immediately, with- 
out amendment, so that the contracts may be 
made without delay; and the other cases, if mer- 
| itorious, as I have no doubt they are, can be in- 
| cluded in a separate bill, and put on their passage 
| at once. I think all will be accommodated by 
| this course, and there will be no time lost even 
| 


to the measures embraced in the amendments. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, every reason urged 

by the honorable Senators from Ohio, in respect 
| to the custom-house at Cleveland, applies to the 
| condition of the otlfer two custom-houses em- 
| braced in the amendments. . It is simply a ques- 
| tion of construction. Unless the appropriation 
| be made soon, the buildings cannot go on to com- 
pletion. Two years have already elapsed, and 

the work has not been commenced. This is the 

reason which has influenced my colleague in the 

endeavor to attach them to this bill, because, if 

attached to it, under these circumstances, they 

will go through the House sooner than if they 
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jt would require a two-thirds vote to take up. 
Mr. BUTLER. You are wrong in that. 
Mr. CASS. I ask my colleague, who, I be- 





lieve, is chapter and verse in regard to the rules | 


of the House, whether, if this bill goes back with 
amendments, it cannot be taken up by a majority, 
and, if they be sent as separate measures, it will 
not require a two-thirds vote ? Every considera- 
tion which applies to the building at Cleveland 
applies to those at Milwaukie and Detroit. You 
have the same evidence in each case. It is nota 
question of new appropriation ; it 1s a question 
of extending the original ae upon in- 
formation subsequently obtained. If there is any 
reason why the Cleveland custom-house should 
«o on immediately—and I acknowledge that there 
i. and I believe the a ypropriation is necessary— 
the same reason applies to the others; and, by 
associating them together, we are much more 
likely to obtain them than if each one went from 
the Senate to the House as a separate bill, run- 
ning the risk of requiring a two-thirds vote to 
take it up. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senators 
from Michigan be open to a compromise ? 

Mr. CASS. Iam a compromise man. [Laugh- 


ter. 

- SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
lowa has suggested an amendment to extend the 
law to the custom-house at Dubuque; and since 
I have agreed to support his proposition, I have 
been required from my own State, during the 
progress of this debate, to propose a similar ap- 
propriation for a custom-house at Oswego. My 
compromise is to let the Senators from Ohio have 
their bill, and let us unite lowa, Michigan, Wis- 
consin, and New York, and try to get a bill for 
them as soon as possible. I think that is fair. 

Some Senators. Acreed; agreed. 

Mr. STUART. Gentlemen may be able to get 
up that agreement among themselves, but they 
will not be able to make me a party to it. In the 
first place, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
refused to recommend the enlargement which the 
Senator from New York proposes. But, sir, the 
gentleman from Ohio says, that the Senator from 
Towa yesterday morning succeeded in tabling this 
measure. Its opponents succeeded in talking it 

out; but, on a direct proposition to lay it on the 
table, the Senate refused to do so by a vote of two 
to one. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator does not understand 
me. When the morning hour expired yesterday, 
my colleague begged the Senate to take a vote on 
this question, and the Senator from lowa ob- 
jected; and, as it required unanimous consent, it 
could not be done. This is what I meant. 

Mr. STUART. There was no objecting about 
it. The Senator is mistaken altogether. The 
morning hour expired, and the Chair announced 
that the special order must then be regarded as 
under consideration; and this business was laid 


: : x i} 
over without any motion at all. I urged the Sen- | 


ate to take a vote, as did the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Wape;] but the special order was an- 
nounced, and a vote could not be taken on this 
question unless the special order was postponed. 
That was the parliamentary condition of things. 
Mr. PUGH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It 


is stated in the Globe that the Senator from Iowa || 


objected. 

Mr. STUART. 
effect. 
poned by a vote of the Senate, in order to allow 
the question to be taken. 


Mr. PUGH. Let me read what actually oc- 
curred: 


I speak of tie parliamentary 


“The Presipext. The hour appointed for the special 


order has arrived: and it will be taken up, unless the Senate 
direct otherwise. 

‘““Mr.Stvart. Ihope the Senate will take a vote on this 
question. Ido not wish to make a motion which will inter- 
fere with the regular order of the day, but I hope the Senate 
will consent to take a vote on this subject. 

“The PresipenT. 
be taken. 

“Mr. Toomes. I object. 

““Mr. Jones, of Iowa. I also have objections; I hope 
the Senate will not vote on the subject.” 


The Senator is in the habit of correcting others; 
let us see if he can stand the record himself. 

Mr. STUART. 
am about. 


Chair will sustain me when I say that this subject 


was not laid upon the table by any vote or byany || the time when it was referred to the committee, || 





| 





— 
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were —_ bills coming from the Senate, which objection. It was laid over because the morning 


hour had expired and the special order was under 
| consideration, and either the unanimous consent 
| of the Senate or a motion to postpone the special 
order was necessary to allow a vote to be taken. 
| That is the condition of it. I will read what the 
Senator from lowa said: 
“ Mr. Jones, of Lowa. I also have objections. I hope 
| the Senate will not vote on the subject. I made a proposi 
tion, when the joint resolution came from the House ves 
terday, to the chairman of the committee. [ preter that we 
should proceed to the consideration of the special order, 
| because that gets rid of this subject for the present.”’ 


That is it; the special order got rid of this ques- 
tion, and that special order must have been con- 
sidered, unless it was postponed by a vote of the 
| Senate. 

Now, sir, the case of Iowa is no such case as 
that which is presented by the amendments. That 
is A proposition to appropriate money to build a 
new custom-house; it has not been passed upon 
by the committee. I suppose that when the Sen- 
ator said yesterday that he applied to the chair- 
| man of the Committee on Commerce, he meant 

that he applied to me, though I am not the chair- 

man. The Senator did apply to me individually, 
| and I said I thought the committee could not 
| recommend it as an amendment to this resolution, 

and that Las an individual could not ask the Sen- 

ators from Ohio to accept an amendment of that 

nature, to build a new custom-house, to a reso- 

lution of this sort, which was simply to extend 
| one already provided for. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to correct the 
gentleman. As soon asthe joint resolution came 
to the Senate, I went to the Senator from Mich- 
igan, who, I understood, was the member of the 
Committee on Commerce having charge of this 
subject. I asked him whether his committee 
would not agree to allow me to have an amend- 
ment inserted making provision for a custom- 
house at Dubuque, which, I can show, has as 


many claims as Detroit, and in fact almost as | 


many as Detroit, Cleveland, and Milwaukie put 
together. He said ** No, the Senators from Ohio 
would object.”’ ‘ Very well,”’ I replied, ‘ if 
they will object, I shall not urge my proposition.’ 
He added, ‘‘ If they would not object, the com- 
| mittee would not agree to it, General.’’ * Very 
| well,’’ I remarked, ** I will say no more about 
it.”? Yesterday, when the proposition came be- 
fore the Senate, the Senator from Michigan him- 
| self offered an amendment from his committee, 
| proposing to make the very identical provision 


| for Detroit and for Milwaukie which he refused to | 


| make for Dubuque. I did not think that was ex- 
| actly fair. I thought Dubuque ought to be placed 
| on a par with the others, when she has stronger 
| claims than all other places asking for such an 
| appropriation from Congress, as I can show; but 

I was unwilling to embarrass the bill of the Sen- 

ators from Ohio, unless by their consent. This 
| is the fact. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, that is called 
a correction; it is identical with what I stated. I 
| said that the Senators from Ohio would have a 
| right to object to the moving of an amendment 
| to this resolution to make a new appropriation 
| for the construction of a custom-house. I said 
| that I did not think the Committee on Commerce 
would recommend such an amendment to this 


| 


1 resolution. I think so still. I stated that to the 


The special order must have been post- | 


af hese be Rechycaien, © vous ae || ators from Ohio will confirm me in what I say— | 
} 


in which he agreed to refer the resolution to the | 
‘| Committee on Commerce, thatamendments might | 


| Senate; and a Senator rises to correct me, and 

| repeats the same thing. 

|| Mr. JONES, of lowa. The Senator said that 

|| the Committee on Commerce would not consent 

|| to amend the bill. 

1 Mr. STUART. No, sir. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 

| stood. 


| Mr. STUART. I stated distinctly that I had 
y 


|| a conversation with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 


|| Wapej—and of this point I wish the Senator 
from New York to take notice, because the Sen- 


| 


| 


be proposed. The Senator from Ohio said yester- 
| day that he did so; but that, on consultation with 
|| members of the House afterwards, he was satis- 





The reason why the Senator from 


| 
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That is what I under- | 


a 
that the cases from Milwaukie and Detroit would 
be offered as amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. No such thing; I never 
understood anything about it; I did not know that 
there were seek propositions pending. I had no 
idea of them until they were offered yesterday 
by the Senator from Michigan as amendments. 

Mr. STUART. Now, sir, is there any sort 
of comparison betaveen the cases? Is the Sen- 
ator justified in saying that he wants Lowa put on 

recisely the same footing with Michigan and 

Visconsin? Has he got an appropriation made 
two years ago to erect buildings at Dubuque? 
Has an appropriation already been made, and has 
the question passed under the consideration of 
the Treasury and the Post Office Departments, 
and have they reported to Congresss that these 
erections are too small in their plans? Has he 
got any such case? Not at all—notasingle thing 
that is like it. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Yes, I have. 

Mr. STUART. He has only an application 
for the construction of a custom-house. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Is not that something 
like it? 

Mr. STUART. Nothing at all. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Are not these new 
custom-houses? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir, they are not new 
custom-houses. If the Senator cannot see any 
distinction between the cases, I certainly cannot 
say anything that will induce him to see it. If 
the Senator cannot see the distinction between an 
appropriation made two years ago in these cases, 
and one year ago in the case of Cleveland, and an 
appropriation which has not been made at all, I 
cannot induce him tosee it. In these cases Con- 
eress have decided to erecta custom-house, and 
appropriated the money, and the only question is 
about making the building a little larger. His 
case is that of a new decision as to whether we 
will erect such a building at all. If there is no 
distinction between them apparent on the face of 
the measures, l cannot make any statement which 
will manifest it. 

Now, sir, I really cannot see why the Senator 
from New York, my colleague on the Committee 
on Commerce, should take the course which he 
is pursuing here. So faras I act on a committee 
I am willing to take the responsibility of itsaction. 
I never seek to show that it was not I who did it. 
It is the voice of the committee to which I belong. 
The fact which induced the Senator from New 
York, as he says, to agree with the committee, 
was the truth. What was stated to him in the 
committee was exactly the truth, and it has been 
admitted here by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
W ave.) 

Now, sir, I confess that this is nota matter of 
life and death, and I do not feel very great anx- 
iety about it. I can tell the Senator from Ohio, 
{[Mr. Pvcu,] however, that every single fact 
which he used in reply to me can be urged against 
himself with equal force. The appropriation for 
Detroit was made two years ago, and the Legia- 
lature of Michigan, at the session before, passed 
a law authorizing the relinquishment of the title 
to the ground and the surrender of the jurisdie- 
tion. Notwithstanding this, the Department has 
not yet got the building in operation. It is only 
within three months that it has been ascertained 
thet the plan is too small. It has been ascer- 
tained, within the last ninety days, that the plan 
is too sm, ll for the buildings at Chicago, Mil- 
waukie, Cleveland, and Detroit. He is mistaken 
in supposing that the appropriation made for the 
custom-house at Cleveland, a year after that made 
for Detroit and Milwaukie, has been delayed in 
its expenditure on account of a want of jurisdie- 
}, tion. 

Mr. PUGH. The Secretary of the Treasury 
told me so, and urged me to write to the Legis- 


: —_ 


lature of Ohio to have a law prea! My col- 
|| league knows the fact, and I believe he has writ- 


ten, as I certainly did, upon the subject. The 
law was sent to me by mail, and I carried it to 
the Secretary the moment I received it. Il im- 
| parted to him previously a telegraphic dispatch 

informing him of its passage. I even sent hima 


| copy of the bill. 
I think I understand what I || fied that he ought not to do it, and he therefore || Me. STUART. That docs not alter the fact 
I read that paper to-day, and the || objected. 


| which I stated. If they had had jurisdiction, they 


Iowa came to me was because he understood, at |} could not have proceeded faster. 


Mr. WADE. That may be the case, but I 
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always supposed that it was delayed on account 
of the want of jurisdiction. | 








Mr. STUART. Thatis agreat mistake. The || 


appropriations were made for Milwaukie and De- | 
troit two years ago, at the first session of the last || 
Congress; but nothing has been done in the way | 
of the erection of the buildings, ree the letting 

ofthe contracts. The Department has been en- | 
gaged in making the necessary preliminary ar- | 


rangements. The work has not been delayed on || 


account of the want of jurisdiction. But, Mr. 
President, what I object to is the idea that itis | 
an infringement of the rights of Senators to offer 
an amendment to a general bill that operates for | 
the benefit of the United States alone. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Provided Michigan 
comes in. 

Mr. STUART. I say itis for the United States 
alone. Michigan would notbe injured asa State, 
if this erection were not made. If there was never 
a stone laid for it, she would not be injured. I 
am not aware that your district courts of the 
United States du the State ee any good. 
I am not aware that your custom-house on our 
borders does the State of Michigan any good. 

Mr. JONES, oflowa. Does not the Post office ? 

Mr. STUART. We have got acustom-house, 
and the Government of the United States pays 
for the place in which it is kept, and pays the 
postmaster and all his officials. Now, sir, the 
whole idea of this being for the benefit of the re- 
spective States is founded in error. There is no 
such thing in it. The question is solely as to the 
execution of the laws of the United States, and 
doing the business of the United States. The 
Senate may vote down this amendment, and it 
will not grieve me atall. I shall not be grieved 
if they vote down the whole measure; but I do 
dislike, every time a proposition comes up here, 
to have the conduct of a committee criticised. 
There is nota single occasion when a measure 
which emanates from a committee of which I am 
a member comes before the Senate, that the com- 
mittee is not pretty roughly handled. 

Mr. WADE. Did I say anything about the 
committee ? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir; I excuse the Senator; 
he has not said anything about the committee. 
Sir, it was only a few days ago that a committee | 
of which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puen] and 
myself are members, was criticised, and now the | 
Committee on Commerce is criticised by that 
Senator himself. He says that the Senator from 
‘Wisconsin and myself are members of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and we put on amendments | 
which touch our States, and we do not put on one | 
for lowa. What is the inference to be drawn 
from that? That we take care of ourselves and | 
are utterly heedless in respect to other people. 
That is the only inference. I confess that I can- 
not see why this bill might not be passed like 
any other, without reflections being indulged in || 
against the committee. 

‘Now, sir, what will be the effect if the resolu- 
tion be sent back to the House of Representatives 
with the amendments? When a Senate bill is 
returned from the House of Representatives with 
a proposition to appropriate $100,000 added to it 
as an amendment, what is the course here? The 
Chair states the question to be on concurring in 
the amendment to the bill on the table. It may 


Mr. STUART. Not at all. 

Mr. PUGH. It was done with the deficienc 
bill at this very session. That bill went from this 
body to the House with many amendments, and 
they were sent to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, where they were con- 
sidered and debated for a whole week. 


ae 
Mr. STUART. This is a very fruitless dis- 


cussion as to the rules of the other House, and 
I have no desire to continue it. The Senator 
from Ohio will see that the course which he sug- 
gests is adopted in consequence of a motion. The 
deficiency bill, when returned to the House with 
amendments, did not go to the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union as a matter of 
| course;it was referred on a motion of a member. 


If the House should refuse to refer these amend- 
ments on a motion being made to that effect, the 
question would be on concurring in the amend- 
ments, and a majority of the House could concur 





in them at once. This, however, is not a demon- | 


strable question here; there is nobody to decide 
it here. 


| when the Speaker takes up the business on his 
| table, and announces ‘‘a House bill returned 


from the Senate with an amendment,’’ the — 
tion is on concurring in the amendment, and the 


| vote is to be taken at once on that question, unless 


be referred, as any bill may be, to a committee; 


but the question presented to the Senate by the 
Chair is on concurring in, the amendment of the || 
House. Now, when this measure goes back to || 
the House of Representatives, the Speaker will i 
take the bill from the table, and the question will 
be on concurring in the Senate amendments. The 
House by a vote may refer the subject to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; they may lay 
it on the table; they may postpone it indefinitely; 
but still that does not shoe the fact. 

Mr. PUGH. What is the practice? 

Mr. STUART. The practice is to state the | 
question am concurrence in the amendments; that | 
us the rule. A majority of the House may refer | 
them, of course, but a majority there may concur | 


in the amendments at once, just as a majority i| 
here does. 


Mr. PUGH. 


I ask the Senator whether it is | 


|| Michigan. 
| been a secondary consideration in the discussion 


a motion is made to refer it; and a majority can 
refuse to commit it. There is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr. ADAMS. 


It appears that those who are 


interested in the various propositions before the | 


Senate are not able to agree among themselves. 
Now, I think, isa good time for the Senate to 
set the precedent that whenever the Departments 
or persons interested in any public work, present 
a claim for the consideration of Congress, with 
a plan, they must present it correctly at the start; 
they must make their estimates large enough; and 
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| vote against these amendments. 


| at least cause delay. 


May 1, 


it back to the House, where it may take the 
various directions indicated by my friend from 
Michigan. In this objection the Matas from 
Ohio has only acted as we should all do in similay 
cases. There is not a Senator on this floor who 
if a measure somewhat local to his own State 
were sent here, needing only the action of this 
body to consummate it, would not object to 
returning it to the House of Representatives with 
amendments well calculated to jeopard it. [py 
that view of the case, it appears to me that the 
proper course is to reject the amendments, and 
pass the bill as it came to us from the House. 

I admire the zeal and pertinacity with which 
my friends from Michigan have insisted on these 
amendments. Perhaps, under similar circum. 
stances, I should act as they havedone. I think 
however, when they consider the circumstances 
of the case, they will see the propriety of the 
course suggested by my friend from Ohio. Here 
is a measure only needing the action of this bod 


( ) || to consummate it, and it is proposed to add to jt 
But any gentleman will perceive that | 


an amendment which will more or less endanger 
it in the House of Representatives, or which will 
The Senators from Ohio 
who have charge of it, can, therefore, with great 
propriety, object to attaching any other measure 
to it. 

For this reason, (although, if this were a bill 
originating here, I should not hesitate to agree to 
the amendments of the Senators from Michigan, 
and perhaps those of the Senators from Iowa and 
New York, if I regarded them all as meritorious 
measures standing on the same footings) I must 
I only say this 
in justification of the vote which I shall give. | 


| do not wish to be understood as interfering, in 


the least degree, with a measure which may be 


| regarded as somewhat local in its character; but 
| I make this statement to explain my vote. 


whenever they ask for additional appropriations | 


of money, Congress should refuse to grant them; 
unless they explain satisfactorily how they hap- 


pane to make a mistake in the first estimate. I | 


1ave heard no such explanation here. 
I think all these cases stand on the same equal- 


ity of claim and justice, and I would as soon | 
| vote for one as the other; but I am of opinion 


that we ought to teach people that whenever an 
application is made to Congress for an appropria- 


must make correct estimates: and whenever they 


Mr. STUART. 


Inasmuch as there is evi- 


_ dently not a quorum here, I move that the Sen- 
| ate adjourn. 


[** No!”? “‘no! ”” 
The question being taken, there were, on a 


| division—ayes 8, noes 12. 


The PRESIDENT. . There is no quorum 


|| voting. 


|| tion of public money for public purposes, they || 


come in afterwards asking for an additional ap- | 


propriation, they shall not have it, unless they 
explain satisfactorily how they made a mistake 
in the proper estimates at the commencement. I 
have not heard such anexplanation; here and for 
this reason—not because I have any particular 
objection to these appropriations in themselves— 
I shall vote against all. 


Mr. STUART. Allow me tosay to the Sena- 


tor that the testimony is on the table, and it has | 
consists | 
| in this: these points are large distributing places 

liane 1] 


been read to the Senate. The difficulty 
for the Post Office Department; these bui 
are for the custom-houses, courts, and post office, 
and they are ascertained to be too small to accom- 
modate the post office portion; and hence exten- 


| slon is necessary. That is the statement of the 
| communications on the table. 


Mr. ADAMS. So I understood; but I sup- 
pose that fact was just as well known twelve 


| months ago, when the estimates were made, as 


now. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I am not free from 


embarrassment in choosing ne dere course on | 


this occasion between my friends from Ohio and 
The merits of the case seem to have 


of this question. I have not looked into the mer- 


_ its of the case, and I am not informed in regard 


to them. I have heard no debate upon them, for 


|| the discussion seems to have been as to the pro- 
I priety of attaching these amendments to the bill. 
|| _ If this were a bill originating in this body, I 


should not hesitate to put all these cases on the 
same footing, supposing them to be equally merit- 
orious. But, sir, the statement of my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Puen] is entitled to great weight. 


|| His friends have worked this appropriation 


through the House of Representatives, and his 


not the practice of the House to refer Senate || measure will be consummated by the action of 


amendments, appropriati 


Y money for a different 
object, to a Committee of 


e Whole House? 


avenger eae ~ - ~~ pee o en ae et Stipe 


this body. He objects, therefore, very properly 
ag I think, to loading down his bill, and sending 
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Mr. STUART. Then! suppose we must ad- 
journ. I submit a motion to that effect. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 1, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


| by the Chaplain, Rev. Daxien Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
RESOLUTIONS OF MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
consent, presented certain joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Massachusetts, relative 
toa scientific survey of Boston harbor; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business, being the consideration of House 
bill (No. 71) making appropriations for the service 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1856, reported yesterday 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, without amendment, and upon which 
the previous question had been ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

‘Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the vote last 
taken by which the bill was passed, be reconsid- 
ered; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

PASSENGER BILL. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It will be 
recollected that a bill was reported a few days 
ago from the Committee on Commerce, and its 
consideration postponed until to-day. It is a bill 
further to amend an act entitled ‘* An act for the 
better security of the lives of ngers on board 
of vessels propelled in whole, or in part, by 
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,” and for other purposes. I move thatits 
oe consideration be Selcponed until Monday 
“7 JONES, of Tennessee. 
regular order of business? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. | 
Mr. JONES. Does it take precedence of the | 


calling of committees for reports? 


The SPEAKER. The bill is the report of a | 
committee, and was, by order of the House, post- | 
joned until to-day. It occupies the same position, 
therefore, precisely, as if it had been reported by 


Is that bill the 


a committee at this time. i] 


The further consideration of the bill was then | 
postponed until Monday next. 


JUDGE IRWIN. 
Mr. PHELPS. 


of the House to introduce a resolution which I | 
hold in my hand I had occasion the other day, | 
to comment on the conduct of a judge of the 

United States district court,in which r charged | 
that he had been guilty of malpractice in office. 

I learn that there is a petition on file charging 

him with malpractice and corruption. I desire 

that the petition may be referred to the Commit- 

tee on the Judiciary, with instructions to inquire 

into the matter, and that they have power to send 

for persons and papers if they desire. 

Mr. JONES. Has the morning hour com- 
menced? If it has not, I must insist upon the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has com- 
menced. ; ; 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read, considered, and agrecd to; as follows: 

Resolved, That the petition of the members of the bar at 
Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an in 
vestigation into the official conduct of the Hon. Thomas 
{rwin, judge of the district court of the United States for the 
western district of said State, be taken from the files of this 
House, and referred to the Judiciary Committee for its 
proper action, in connection with other information now 
before said committee, in regard to other official acts of said 

judge. That the said committee be, and it is hereby, em- 
powered to send for persons and papers, the more effectu- 
ally to prosecute said investigations. 


COASTWISE COMMERCE. 


The regular order of business being now the 
call of committees for reports— 

Mr. KENNETT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a joint resolution for the statistics 
of the coastwise commerce of the country, to be 
included hereafter in the annual reports of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on commerce and nav- 
igation; which was read a first and second time. 


Mr. K. asked that the joint resolution be put 


on its passage. 

The joint resolution was read in eztenso. It 
was then ordered to be engrossed and reed a third 
time; and having been engrossed, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved that 
the vote by which the resolution was passed be 
reconsidered; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 


CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, ef Illinois, from the same 
committee, reported a joint resolution for enlarg- 
ing the custom-house, post office, and court-house 
at Chicago, in the State of Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I ask leave to intro- 
duce a resolution calling on the War Department 
to transmit to the House the report of Colonel 
Graham, in regard to the harbors on Lake Mich- 
igan. 

our. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to any 
other than the regular order of business. 

Mr. WASHBURN E. Ifthe resolution he read, 
I do not think that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see will persist in his objection. The resolution 
merely calls on the Department for information. 

Mr. JONES. I want the Committee on Com- 
merce to get through with its reports, so that the 
Committee on Public Lands may be called. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. There are no more 
reports from the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF THE 


LAND OFFICE. 
Mr. BENNETT, of New York, from the Com- 





| 


I ask the unanimous consent || 
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resolution: 


Resolved, That one thousand additional copies of the 

| report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office be | 

printed for the use of that office. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will, under 

| the rules of the House, be referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Printing. 

| Mr. BENNETT. Ihope, by unanimous con- 

| sent, the resolution may be now put on its pas- 
sage. 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


| not the rule of the House, which requires the | 
resolution to go to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. BENNETT. ThenT hope that the com- 
| mittee will make an early report on the resolu- 
| tion. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee 
| on Printing. 


SUSPENDED ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 
| Mr. BENNETT 
| mittee on Public Lands to report back a bill to 
revive and continue in force the provisions of the 

| act of 1853, in relation of suspended entries of 

| public lands, and of the act of 1846, in relation to 

| suspended preémption land claims. 

| ‘The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

| Mr. BENNETT. It is desired that the bill 
should pass at this time. It is recommended by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
I will briefly explain its object. It revives and 
continues the acts of 1846 and 1853, in reference 
to suspended entries and preémption land claims. 


There are two classes of cases provided for. 1 || 
Fhere is a class of cases | 


will state one of them. 
where the preenerns though he has complied 
with the substance of the law, is deprived of his 
rights. Of this class there are a good many 
cases in the Territory.of Minnesota. Land offices 
are opened in land districts of two hundred miles 
in length. By the law, every preémptor of the 
public land is bound to make his entry within 
three months after the land office is opened, or 
forfeit his rights. ‘There was nothing in the law 
| requiring that notice should be given of the es- 
|, tablishment of the land office. Some of the pre- 
emptors, fifty miles from the office, never heard 

| that it was opened until the time fixed, within 
|| which they were to make their entries, had ex- 
pired. When they learned that the office was 

open, they immediately went and made the entries. 

he Commissioner, under the law, suspends those 

| entries, and refuses to issue patents. There was 
‘| a law passed in 1846, and revised in 1853—a law 
|| proposed to be again revised and continued— 


|| which invested the discretion in the Commis- 
|| sioner of the General Land Office, the Attorney 
| General, and the Secretary of the Interior, to 
| issue patents, to confirm rights of preémptors in 
|| such cases where the parties were bona fide actual 
|| settlers, and there was no dispute or controversy 
in reference to the claims. They were to be held 
as though their entries were made within the three 


i] 
| 
i] 
} 


| ifestly just and right. This bill only revives and 
continues in force the provisions of that law. It 
ives to the Commissioner of the General Land 
fice, the Attorney General, and the Secretary 
of the Interior, where there is a bona fide case, and 


tion to issue a patent. 
it onty provides for the continuation of the pro- 
visions of a law now expired. There can be little 
| danger in trusting the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office with this discretion, for the 
reason that he is the one who holds these claim- 
ants to the strict rule. Every deviation from it 
makes additional trouble and labor for his office. 
It is not his business, nor is it likely that he will 
go beyond what ought to be allowed in case of 
extreme hardship. Besides, the bill expressly 

rovides that its provisions shall not be applica- 

le except in cases where there shas been a bona 
a settlement and occupation, and no conflict of 
title. 

The committee unanimously report the bill, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. The Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in a letter 


justice to those actual settlers. He does not feel 
that he has any dispensing power without the 
passage of suchan act. If itbe not passed, these 


eee 


mittee of Public Lands, reported the following ] 


It is the law, and |, 


I am instructed by the Com- | 


| months—which was no more than what was man- | 


the fact is proved to their satisfaction, the discre- | 
No new rule is laid down; | 


to the committee, also recommends it as an act of 


bona fide settlers will have their rights forfeited, 
and third persons may step in and deprive them 
of these improvements. The proposition is man- 
ifestly a just one, and I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from New York who reported 
this bill, if the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office has seen this bill, and if the provisions of 
it meet his approval ? 

Mr. BENNETT. The bill which we have 
reported is substantially like the one sent to us 
by the Commissioner. We altered that by an 
additional provision guarding more perfectly the 
rights of third persons. Otherwise, it is like the 
bill which has been approved by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ngly read the time, and was subsequently passed, 

Mr. BENNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENNETT. I have two or three more 
bills to report, some of which are railroad bills. 
3ut there is a general desire to have the bounty 
land bill brought up as early as possible. The 
committee have not agreed to some of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to that bill, and it may be 
necessary to send the bill back to the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I hope the gentleman 
will yield the floor to some gentleman who has 
that bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. 


pose. 


I will yield for that pur- 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 


Mr. BRENTON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back House 
bill (No. 8.) to amend the act in addition to cer- 
tain acts granting bounty land to certain officers 
and soldiers who have been engaged in the mili- 


tary service of the United States, approved March * 


3d, 1855. 

The committee also make the following report: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
House bill No. 8, with the amendments of the’ Senate, 
having had the same under consideration, would respect- 
fully report: That they recommend that the amendment 
of the Senate be amended by striking out sections five and 
six of said amendment, and that section eight of said 
amendment be amended by striking out the words “ three 
sections,’? and inserting instead thereof the word “ sec- 
tion 5”? and that said amendment be further amended by 
adding the following additional section : 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
term “ minors,’’ in this or any act granting bounty lands, 
shall be used, it shall be construed to include all those who 
were minors at the time said acts severally took effect. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first question 
was upon the adoption of the first amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Public Lands, 
which is, to strike out so much of the Senate 
amendments as is included in sections five and 
six. 

The fifth and sixth sections of the amendment 
of the Senate were read, as follows: 


Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That clerks and other 
assistants of quartermasters, commissaries, paymasters, 
surgeons, and assistant surgeons, together with artificers, 
the servants of officers, and other persons employed in or 
about the camps of the Army of the United States, as well 
as artificers, the servants of naval officers, and all other 

pas employed on board of the armed vessels of the 

Inited States, in the revenue cutters in service as Vessels 

of war er blockade in any of the wars specified in the first 
section of the act to which this is an amendment, shall be 
entitled to the benefits of the said act: Provided, That all 
such persons were subject to military law whilst engaged 
in service. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
|| the said act shall extend to all officers, non-commissioned 
|| Officers, musicians, and privates, of the militia or volunteer 
|| forees of any State or Territory who were mustered into 

| the military service of the United States, pursuant to any 
| requisition or call from a general officer comman 


| an army or military department of the United States, in 
| expectation of any concerted insurrection of the Indians, 
| or armed invasion from abroad. 
} Mr. BRENTON. I would like to have a sep- 
| arate vote upon striking out each of these sectiens. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I would inquire of the 
Chair whether it is in order to move to postpone 
the further consideration of this bill for the pres- 
| ent? 


The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope my col- 
l e will not make that motion. e may as 


well act upon the bill now ag any time, and it is 
important that it should be passed. 
r. ZOLLICOFFER. 1 will not press it. 
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Mr. JONES. The bounty land law of March || Mr. BRENTON. If the gentleman will allow || had been 
3, 1855, requires all persons applying for the || me a moment, I will state that the object of that || 
benefits of that act, to establish the services upon || section is to entitle persons who were minors at | 


May 1, 
. — ae 
presented here in favor of 
who had never been formally and feria 


mustered into the service of the United States 











which their applications are made by record evi- 
dence. ‘This bill, as it passed the House and was 
sent to the Senate, simply provided for the repeal 
of so much of the act of 1855 as required that the 
services should be established by record evidence. 
{f, sir, the Senate had passed the bill, and it had 
become a law in the shape in which it passed the 


House, we should have had all the rules pre- | 


scribing how parol proof should be received fixed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, under the 
rn of the Secretary of the Interior. 


jut, sir, the Senate thought differently. They | 


roposed to strike out the bill as it passed this 
reo and have returned here some nine sec- 
tions as an amendment in lieu of the House bill. 
The first section of the amendment provides that, 


if any person heretofore received bounty land | 


under any one of the previous acts, the evidence 
on which such bounty land was granted, shall be 
taken to establish his right to benefit under the 
act of 1855, unless, upon review of such evidence, 
there shall appear to be some fraud in the making 
out of that proof. That, sir, is but what the 
Pension Office would have prescribed under the 


| equally just to extend itto the children of all those 


| the others? If you pass that provision, it makes 
| anew law. 


the time of the passage of any act granting bounty | 
land, to the benefit of such act. There is an ad- 


| 
a . nth 
ditional section proposed by the committee to this | 
| bill, so as to give to all persons who were minors | 


at the time the law passed, the benefits of the law. 
Mr. JONES. It seems to me that it would be 


who were entitled to it, in case their fathers, who 


| had rendered the service, were dead. Why stop 


and give it to the child who is twenty-five, twenty- 
six, or twenty-seven years of age, and exclude 


I can see no propriety or justice in 
going back at all, unless you go back and include | 
all the children, which I think would be impolitic. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Perhaps, if the gen- 
tleman will allow me, I can satisfy him of the 


| propriety of that amendment. 


Mr. JONES. You canexplain it in a moment. 

Mr. COBB. I have no wish to make a speech; 
but I want to show the propriety of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. The ninth section proposes to so 
amend the law as to compute the travel to where 


|} ened discussion upon the su 
_ thought of calling the abdbln uestion upon it; 


but who held themselves in readiness to be mus. 
tered into the service. They made all the sacri- 
fices, and incurred al! the expenses, necessary to 
a regular enrollment; and, in the opinion of the 
committee, they are as much entitled to the 
bounty.of the Government as those who were 
regularly mustered into the service. This pro. 


| vision is in accordance with numerous petitions 
| which have been presented asking for compensa. 


tion on the part of those who have volunteered 
in different States. I hope, therefore, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
will not prevail. 

I do not, Mr. Speaker, intend to consume the 
time of the House by any extended remarks upon 


this subject. Ido not wish to deprive gentlemen 


| who may wish to offer amendments of that priv- 


ilege; but I can see no mace eee any length. 
ject, and I had 


but, inasmuch as I understand there are a num. 


| ber of gentlemen who desire to propose amend- 
|ments, l am willing that they shall have that 


privilege, and I therefore, for the present, decline 


House bill. 

The second section provides that, if any person 
has been granted a pension, the evidence on which 
such pension was granted shall, in like manver, 
be taken to establish his right to land under the 
bounty act of 1855, unless, upon review of the | 
same, there shall appear to be some fraud in the 
case. | 

The third section of this amendment provides 
that the requirement of record evidence shall be 
repealed, and that parol proof shall be received. 
That, sir, covers the main feature and objects of 
the bill as it passed the House. 

The fourth section provides for the extension 
of the benefits of the act of 1855 to the officers, | 
marines, seamen, and other persons engaged in 
the naval service of the United States during the 
revolutionary war, and to their widows and minor 


persons shall have been mustered into service, if 
|| it be more than twenty miles, to where the com- 
| panies or regiments were organized; and also to 
include into the computation or making up of the 
fourteen days’ service the travel home, if they 
shall have been discharged at more than twenty 
miles distance from the place where they were 
organized into companies, battalions, orregiments. || 
That, sir, I shall not object to; I think perhaps | 
it would be well enough to retain that section. 
The former law was so amended as to include 
travel, and this is only in compliance with the 
provision of that law. 

Il move, sir, to amend the amendment of the 
Committee on Public Lands by including in it 
| the seventh section; and I shall vote against the 

proposition they make to extend the law of 1850 || 
to those who were minors at that day. 


to call the previous question. 

Mr. READY. It is my misfortune to differ 
|| both with my colleague on my right [Mr. Jones 
/ and with the committee which reported this bill, 
According to the view which I take of the sub. 
ject, the first and second sections of the Senate’s 
amendments are important and necessary to the 
dispensation of full justice to those who are en- 
titled to claim the bounty of the Government, 
and to carry out the beneficent intentions of Con- 
gress in the passage of the bounty landlaw. As 
re ainemah the construction which has been 
given by the Commissioner of Pensions; and by 
the Secretary of the Interior to our bounty land 
law, the testimony which has been taken and is 
on file in the office, upon a previous application, 
by the soldier; or his widow; or minor children, 
| as the case may be, for less than one hundred and 
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children. That, sir, I think, is well enough. If 
the bill, as passed by the House, is to be amended 
at all, I would not object to that provision. 

The next sections—the fifth and sixth—are 
those which the Committee on Public Lands 

roposes to strike out. In that recommendation 
P saacke with them. I think these two sections 
should be stricken out. ButI also think that the 
seventh section should likewise be stricken out; 
I think it more important that it should be 


stricken out, than that the fifth and sixth should | 


be. 
What, sir, is this seventh section? It is: 
That the provisions of the said act shall extend to all 


Mr. BRENTON. The Committee on Public 
Lands have had before them propositions of al- 


| most every conceivable kind for the amendment | 
| of the bounty land law—in the form of petitions, 


and memorials, and of bills, covering all con- 
ceivable cases; and they have given careful and | 
full consideration to every case presented, on its 
own merits, and will be Pdeparen to report on all 


| the petitions, memorials, and bills of the House, 
| presented on the question. 
tions of the Senate’s amendment are simply de- | 
|| signed to perfect the law as it now is, and are, in 
| the judgment of the committee, right. 

and sixth sections, which are designed to enlarge | 


The first three sec- 


The fifth 


| principle is this: 


sixty acres of bounty land under a — law, 
or for a pension under a previous law, is disre- 
garded, and will be disregarded in future appli- 
tions, unless some such provisions as thos® con- 
tained in the first and second sections of the Senate 
amendments be adopted; and it is done upona 
plain legal principle, in which I am bound to 
admit there is a good deal of force. The legal 
If A have separate suits pend- 
ing against B and C, yet depending on the same 
facts, he takes the testimony of his witnesses in 


| writing in one suit, but he cannot read that testi- 


mony to control the second, unless by agreement 
of the parties. 


He must take all his testimony 
de novo—either by deposition, or by bringing his 
witnesses into court in person. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
will permit me, I will state what 1 know upon 
that subject. I know that where widows of sol- 
diers applied under the acts of 1850 and 1852, and 
established the fact of their marriage, and of the 
death of their husbands, they are not required to 


persons who have served as volunteers with the armed 
forces of the United States, subject to military_orders, for 
the space of fourteen days, in any of the wars specified in 
the first section of the said act, whether such persons were 
or were not mustered into the service of the United States. 
This, sir, extends to all persons who have 
volunteered and been in service fourteen days, 
whether they were mustered into the service or || 
not. In my opinion its effect will be to open the 


| the provisions of the bounty land law toan almost 
| unlimited extent, they have conceived to be wrong, | 
I pass by the fourth section. It provides, it 1s 
| true, for an enlargement of the provisions of 
| sons who are so limited in number that we did 
former laws, but it ts confined to a class of per- | 
not think proper to make any opposition to it. 
It is confined to officers, seamen, and marines who 
were engaged in the naval service of the United 





door wider for fraud and perjury, than perhaps | 


any other provision that could possibly be adopted | 4 
¢ |; them are left now. 


and incorporated into this bill. — 
Why, sir, the Department will have to rely 


States during the revolutionary war; and few of 
It also embraces widows and 
minor children; but we presumed there were no 


furnish any proof touching such marriage and 
death in their applications under the law of 1850. 
It is only required that the widow shall furnish 
the proof of her identity at the time of her ap- 


minor children. 

The fifth and sixth sections, which, according 
to the recommendation of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, are to be stricken out, enlarge to an 

almost unlimited extent the provisions of the 


alone on parol proof; and what sort of proof | 
they can prescribe in such cases I am unable to 
conceive. It gives facilities for fraud by which || 
any person may come forward and establish a || 
elaim to bounty land. I would therefore move, || 
sir, to amend the recommendation of the Com- || bounty land laws. They embrace almost every 
mittee on Public Lands, by including therein the || “@8s and description of persons who have had 
seventh section, so as to strike out the fifth, || #8Y Connection with any of our wars, even mere 
sixth, and seventh sections of the amendment. || hangers-on of the Army and Navy; and not only 

The eighth section is: || So, but they would embrace, according to my in- 

That the widows and minor children of all such per- || ‘*Pretation of the language, the clerks engaged 
eons as are specified in the last three sections of this act, || 12 the Quartermaster General’s office at home, 


and are now dead, shall be entitled to the same privileges | they having been subject to military rule at the 
as the widows and minor children of the beneficiaries named 


< || time, though refidering no service whatever, ex- 
in the act to which this is an amendment. || cept that whith they rendered in their office at 
Then, sir, I understand that the committee pro- || home. Teamsters, hucksters, servants, and every 
poses to amend the section so as to include the | other species of hangers-on, would also be in- 
minor children of all persons who were provided || cluded. 
for by the acts of 1 and 1852, and who were | The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
minor children at the time of these acts respect- || moves to strike out also the seventh section. 
ively; going back in the one case—that of 1850— 


’ That subject was discussed by the committeé, 
six years. I cannot see the necessity of that || and they agreed to report in favor of retaining 
amendment. 


the section, inasmuch as petition after petition 


plication. The proof touching her marriage and 
the death of her husband, taken under the acts 
of 1850 and 1852, is received as valid under the 
act of 1855. I know that to be the fact. 

Mr. READY. I must say that my informa- 
| tion is very different, and I will state to my col- 
league that my information was obtained from 
the present Commissioner of Pensions himself. 
| But whether the construction stated by my coi- 
league be the one adopted or not, the first and 
second sections of this bill can do no harm. At 
all events, they will only insure the carrying out 
a. the object sought in the passage of the act of 
1855. 

But it was not in regard to this question that 
_I mainly desired to address the House. I differ 
| with the Committee on Public Lands, which has 
reported this bill, in regard to the ‘ve ged of 
| striking out the sixth section of this bill. 1 be- 
lieve that probably the fifth section ought to be 
| stricken out, and I shall vote in accordance with 





the recommendation of the committee as to that 
section. But the fifth section, as 1 understand it, 
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embraces a class of persons who have rendered | 
military service to the country of a meritorious 
and important character, who are not embraced 


pevefits of any of the bounty land laws unless 


some provision similar to this is adopted by Con- | 
ress. . : | 

Now, sir, in 1803-4 forexample, when the | 
United States were about to take »ossession of the | 
Louisiana territory, after it had been purchased 
from or ceded by France, troops were called out 
by the proper authorities of the country. lam 
not certain of the number which were called out | 
in my own State under General W ilkinson, who | 
was then in command of the southern division of 
the army. They were called into service in pur- 
suance of instructions given by the War Depart- 
ment. They left their homes at great sacrifice, and 
descended the Mississippi river and its tributaries 
as faras Natchez. They wére discharged, and 

laced under the necessity of marching home by 
fand through a wilderness infested with savages 
and wild beasts. They were three months in 
actual service—perhaps for a longer period. Al- | 
though there Was no war existing at the time— 
although they performed no service in the field, | 
yet their service was deemed important by the 
Government, and therefore they were called out. 
Perhaps the fact that they were ready to serve in 
the field may have prevented collisions in that 
country. I hold that this class of persons are as 
meritorious, perhaps more so than some others 
provided for Ge our bounty land laws—more so, 
it may be, than those provided for by the seventh 
section of this bill, which the committee recom- 
mends should be adopted. 

A Memper. Who was the commanding offi- | 
cer? 

Mr. READY. General Wilkinson was the 
regular officer in command. The regiment was 
under the command of Colonel, now General, 
Hall, of Tennessee, or Colonel Dougherty. Gen- 
eral Hall was an officer in command in the cam- | 
align, 

Mr. JONES. Does my colleague refer to the 
troops which went down to Louisiana in 1804? 

Mr. READY. Ido. 

Mr. JONES. That regiment was under the 
command of Colonel Dougherty; and by the pro- 
vision of the first section of the Senate amend- 
ment, if it pass, those men can get bounty land | 
under the act of 1855. 

M-. READY. If the sixth section be passed, 
I am sure they will be entitled to it; and I have 
doubts whether they will be under the construc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior of the act of 
1855. 

In reference to the seventh section, which my 
colleague proposes to strike out, I have only to 
say that it embraces a class of persons who, 
perhaps, ought to be the recipients of the bounty 
of this Government. It is known probably to 
every member of this House that requisitions 
have been made, from time to time, on the Gov- 
ernors of several States for troops, which were 
called into service and discharged before they 
were actually mustered into it, or within a very 
few days afierwards. For instance: during the 
war between Texas and Mexico, General Gaines, 
who was in the command of the southern portion 
of the army of the United States, apprehending 
an invasion of our soil by the troops of Mexico, 
called on some of the Governors for troops to 
march to his assistance. They were sent to him, 
some going a greater, and others a less, distance. 
Some, to my own knowledge, went two hundred 
miles. 
made all the sacrifices they were called on to 
make. They were discharged, and returned to 
theirhomes. This seventh section embraces per- 
sons of this description; and if it is the intention 
of Congress to provide for those who have served 


their country, and made sacrifices for it, I do not | 


see why those are not as meritorious as others 
preeiaas for. 1 move the postponement of the 

ill to some day of next week—say Tuesday— 
so that those members who have not had an op- 
portunity may examine it. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I desire to ask a question 
of the Chair, for I think the House will be con- 
tent to proceed with the bill if we can take some 
action on the first amendment of the committee. 
lask what is the first recommendation of the 
Committee on Public Lands? 


They were mustered into the service, and | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the | 
question. 


Committee on Public Lands. That commitice | 


The bill comes back from the Senate || 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. |, tion to the Chair. 
by any other law, and who cannot receive the}! The bill and amendment were referred to the 
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So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. TRIPPE. desire to propound a ques- 
If the House now order the 
main question to be put, will not its operation 
extend to every amendment of the Senate, to 


recommend a concurrence in the amendment of || every question before the House, and prevent 


the Senate with two amendments. ‘The first to 
strike out the fifth and sixth sections of the 
Senate amendment; and the second to add an ad- 
ditional section. The gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Jones] moves to amend by striking out the 
seventh section of the amendmeht of the Senate. 
Mr. SANDIDGE. I have not heard a word 
against striking out the fifth section. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Is debate in order pending 
a motion to postpone? I| have no objection to a 
| postponement of the bill, or to vote on it; but I 
| do think debate is now out of order. 
| The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. READY. My motion is, that the further | 
| consideration of the bill be postponed until Tues- 
| day next. 
Mr. JONES. We are just as well prepared 
to dispose of the bill now as we shall be then. 
Mr. SANDIDGE. Ido not wish to speak to 
| this question of postponement. Lam willing that 
| the House should dispose of that matter. The 
| bill is now before the House, and I think it is 
best that we should decide upon it now. After 
| the House shall have decided upon the question 
| of postponement, | should like to say something 
| upon the recommendation made by the Committee 
on Public Lands to this House; but I yield now, 
| that the question may be taken upon the motion 
| of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee to postpone its 
| further consideration. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to say a word 
| to the friends of this bill upon the question of 
| postponement. If the consideration of this billis 
| postponed until Tuesday next, it does not come 
| up as a special order; por does it come up asa 
matter of course. And I suggest to the friends 
of the bill, that if they desire to pass it, either 
| with or without the amendments of the Senate, 
they had better insist upon action at this time. 
| The gentlemen from Indiana, who reported this 
| bill from the Committee on Public Lands, has 
| stated to the House what the committee propose ; 
| and I trustthe House will sustain the Committee 
| on Public Lands in the course of policy whicl 
| they have marked out; which is, to dispose of 
| these various questions which have been suggested 
in argument, when they come up in other bills. 
| This bill, as it originally passed the House, con- 
| templated an amendment of the bounty land law 
| but in one particular, and that an important one. 
I trust the friends of other amendments will con- 
sent to act upon them hereafter, and that we will 
| now dispose of this bill, and of the amendments 
| of the Senate, without considering other amend- 
| ments. 
I make this appeal to the friends of the bill 
| because I believe a postponement, coupled with 
an effort to incorporate into this bili the provisions 
| which various members of the House desire— 
| and some of which I confess I also desire to see 
| passed by Congress—will, perhaps, defeat the 
whole bill, and you will lose all the provisions 
| which you now desire to pass by this bill. In 
| order to test the sense of the House, and to see 
whether the majority are prepared now to act 
upon the bill, and to pass it with or without the 
amendments of the Senate, | move the previous 
| question. My object is to cut off the motion to 
| postpone, and to bring the -House to a direct 
vote upon the report of the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 





Will the gen- 





moment, that [ may offer an amendment before 
the previous question is called? 

Mr. COBB. No amendment is in order. 

Mr. BRENTON. I desire, before the morning 
hour has expired, if the gentleman from Georgia 
| will withdraw his motion temporarily, to move 
| to recommit the bill. 


|| Mr.CLINGMAN. The previous question is | 


called, and that will keep it up. 


tleman from Georgia withdraw that motion for a | 


| 
| 
i 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Upon seconding the | 


the offering of any further amendments what- 
ever? 

The SPEAKER. If the main question be 
now ordered, the question will be first upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee 
(Mr. Jones] to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands; then upon the 
amendment reported by the committee; and then 
upon the amendment of the Senate, which is in 
the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. TRIPPE. And it will not be in the power 
of the House to propose any further amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be. 

Mr. TRIPPE. And we take the bill as a to- 
tality, or not at all. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. SNEED. lL ask for a division of the vote 
on the different sections of the amendment, if in 
order. I desire a separate vote upon them. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was 
ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The gentleman can 
make that motion when he gets the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman is not en- 
titled to keep the floor, his motion not being de- 
batable. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Yes, it is. I can state 
to the House, in order that the Llouse may under- 
stand—— . : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. The 
gentleman from Kentucky will state for what pur- 
Ose he rises, 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I rise for the purpose 
of stating why I move to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not wish the 
House to tie its hands. [Cries of “ Order!’’ 
“© Order!’’] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask whether 
the gentleman voted with the majority? 

The SPEAKER. ‘There was no division, and 
it is impossible for the Chair to answer that 
question. 

The question was taken on Mr. Ciiveman’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. SNEED. I still insist—if it be in order— 
that votes shall» be taken on these different 
sections separately. 

The SPEAKER. The division will be ordered, 
the Chair understanding the question proposed 
to be divisible. 

The SPEAKER stated the first question to be 
on Mr. Jones’s amendment to the amendment of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES. P rhaps the question would be 
better understood by the House if we should first 
vote on the amendment of the committee, striking 
out the fifth and sixth sections, and then on my 
amendment striking out the seventh. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is reversing the order, 
but if there be no objection the Chair will state 
the question in that manner. ' 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If there be o division of 
the question, and the vote be taken on the amend- 
ment, does the previous question exbaust itself, 
and isan amendment to any particular section 
of the amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can be pro- 
posed until the House pass upon the bill itself. 

| ‘The question was taken on Mr. Jones’s amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and it was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Sweep] having called for a division 
before the House ordered the previous question, 
the Chair is of opinion that he has a right to 
such division unless there be something in the 


| 


demand for the previous question, I ¢all for tellers. | amendment which may render a division incom- 


Tellers were ordered; 
SHALL and CHAFFEE were appointed. 


| 


and Messrs. H. Mar- | patible. 


| Mr. WALKER. I call for the yeas and nays 


1 The House was divided, and the tellers re- || on the vote on each of those sections of the bill. 


ported—ayes 77, noes 45. 


The yeas and nays were ordered on the first 
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— 
question, which was on reeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Public Lands to strike 
out the fifth section of the Senate amendment; as 


follows: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That clerks and other 
assistants of quartermasters, commissaries, paymasters, 
surgeons, and assistant surgeons, together with artificers, 
the servants of officers, and other persons employed in or 
about the camps of the Army of the United States, as well 














as artificers, the servants of naval officers, and all other | 


xersons employed on board of the armed vessels of the 
Tnited States, in the revenue cutters in service as vessels 
of war or blockade in any of the wars specified in the first 
section of the act to which this is an amendment, shall be 
entitled to the benefits of the said act: Provided, All such 
persons were subject to military law whilst engaged im ser- 
vice. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 82, nays 57; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barksdale, 
Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Cadwal 
ader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Ezra 
Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Covode, 
Cullen, Cumback, Davidson, Dean, Eustis, Flurence, Gid 
dings, Goode, Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Haven, Her 
bert, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Humphrey Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Millward, Morgan, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Paine, 
Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Richard- 
son, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, 
Talbott, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Trippe, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Wells, Wheeler, Woodruff, and Zollicoffer—82. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alien, Ball, Barbour, Bishop, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Butlinton, Carlile, Clawson, Colfax, Cragin, | 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dickson, Dowdell, 
Durfee, Edmundson, Evans, Foster, Galloway, Gilbert, J. 
Morrison Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, King, Leiter, 


Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel | | 


§S. Marsiiall, Maxwell, Killian Miller, Parker, Pettit, Powell, 
Pringle, Purviance, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, 
Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Shorter, Sneed, Spinner, 
Tedd, Walker, Warner, and Ellihu B. Washburne—o/7. 

So the fifth section of the Senate amendment 
was stricken out. 

Pending the call of the roll— 

Mr. CHAFFEE stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Kexry until the 13th instant. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, stated that Mr. Craw- | 


rorp had paired off with Mr. Damrevu unui the 
20th instant, inclusive. 


Mr. KENNETT stated that Mr. Porrer had | 


left on a short visit to his family, having been 
separated from them for six months, and before 
leaving paired off as follows: on the slavery ques- 
tion, with Mr. Wasusurne, of Wisconsin; on 
Yiver and harbor bills, with Mr. Harris, of Ala- 


bama; on grants of land to the new States in aid || 


of railroads, with Mr. Puryear. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to state that I 
have paired off with my colleague, Mr, Kunxex; 
but conceiving this to be a question different from 


that on which I paired off, I feel disposed to vote, | 


and vote ay. 

The question recurred on the proposition to 
strike out the sixth section of the Senate amend- | 
ment, as follows: 

| 


Seo. 6. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of | 
the said act shall extend to all officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates of the militia or voluateer 
forces of any State or Territory who were mustered into | 
the military service of the United States, pursuant to any | 
requisition or call from a general officer commanding an | 
army or military department of the United States, in ex- 
peciation of any concerted insurrection of the Indians or 
armed invasion from abroad. 


On this question, Mr. Wacker had called for 


the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. MAXWELL called for tellers. 


Tellers were not ordered. 
The question was taken, and the proposition | 
of the d 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


° . | 
Is it in order to | 


move to reconsider the vote by which the House || 


refused to strike out the seventh section? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order; but 
it will be necessary for the House first to reverse 
its decision concurring in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
ae JONES. I will not insist upon the motion, 

en. 

The next amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Public Lands was to strike out 
the words "* three sections’”’ in the eighth section, 
and to insert in lieu thereof the word “ section,”’ 
#o that the section as amended would read— 


erent Se ert That the widows and 
minor children of all such persons as are specified in the 


| 


Tappan, || 


| question of order. 


| tlon to reconsider is in order. 


ommittee on Public Lands was agreed to. || 
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last section of this act, and are now dead, shall be entitled 
to the same privileges as the widows and minor children of 
the beneficiaries named in the act to which this is an amend- 
ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The lastamendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was to add at the end of 
the ninth section of the Senate’s amendment the 
following words: 

And be it further enacted, That whenever the term 
*¢ minors”? in this or any act granting bounty lands shall be 

| used, it shall be construed to include all those who were 
minors at the time said acts severally took effect. 


| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr.GOODE. Dolunderstand that the seventh 


| section has been concurred in by the House, and 
that it now stands as a part of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has been concurred in, 
and stands as a part of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I thought that section had 
been stricken out. My recollection is that it was 
stricken out, upon a vote of the House, by 70 
ayes to 50 noes. 

The SPEAKER, That was the vote on striking 
out the sixth amendment. 

Mr. GOODE. Iam fully persuaded that the 
House, or at least many members of the House, 


| supposed the action of the House was to strike 


out that section. I think it possible that the 
Speaker himself may have been mistaken in 
announcing the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question was stated 
very distinctly by the Chair; but if the House 


| voted under a misapprehension of the question, 


it is competent for them to reconsider their action 
| upon it. 

Mr. GOODE. I move to reconsider that vote. 

The SPEAKER. Before the vote to which 
the gentleman refers can be reconsidered, how- 
ever, it will be necessary that the House should 
retrace its steps, and that the votes subsequently 
taken should first be reconsidered. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. 


I rise to a 
I ask whether the previous 
question is not pending, and whether it is in 
order to move to reconsider while it is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mo- 


Mr. WALKER. I will withdraw the motion 


'| to lay on the table. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I renew the motion. 

The question was taken; and the motion to lay 
on the table was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon concurring in 
the amendment of the Senate as amended. 

Mr. GOODE. I move to lay the amendment 
of the Senate on the table. 

Mr. JONES. Will not that carry the bill 





| with it? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. JONES. 
withdraw the 


It will. 
I hope, then, the gentleman will 
motion, and vote against the 


| amendments of the Senate. 


Mr. GOODE. I do not withdraw the motion. 

The motion was not agreed to; and the question 
again recurred upon concurring in the amend- 
ments of the Senate as amended. 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; and 
called for tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES then demand tellers on concurring 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. lask for a division of the House 
on the amendments of the Senate. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
91, noes 17; no quorum voting. 





Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I ask that the ques- 
tion may, by unanimous consent, be again put. 

There was ne objection. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
of the Senate as amended concurred in; there 





being—ayes 115, noes 17. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment of the Senate 
as amended was concurred in; and also move 
_ the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion Was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Has the morning 
hour expired ? 








The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Unior. 
Mr. JONES. If that motion be voted down it 
will then be in order to move to go to the business 


on the Speaker’s table? 
The SPEAKER. It will. 
Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered; there 
being, on a division—ayes 23, noes 97—not one 
| fifth of those present. 
The motion was agreed to. 
| The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
; Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union, (Mr. Wasusurn, of Maine, in the chair.) 


| 
| CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL, 
| 
| 


The CHAIRMAN. The business in order be. 
| fore the committee is the consideration of a bil} 
making appropriations for the consular and di 
lomatic expenses of the Government for the yeax 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 move that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MAXWELL obtained the floor and moved 
| pro forma to strike out the first section of the bill, 
Mr. M. then addressed the committee for an hour 
upon the domestic politics of the country. His 
speech is withheld for revision at his request, 
_ and will be published in the Appendix. 


Mr. PERRY referred to the records for the 


+ purpose of proving that the early fathers of the 


Republic entertained the same sentiments on the 
question of slavery extension as those now ad- 
vocated by the ee sete He defended 
his party from the charge of sectionalism and dis- 
loyality to the Constitution, and cited precedents 
to show the constitutional right of Congress to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories of the United 
States. The Republican party were determined 
to make Kansas a free State, and to prevent the 
| extension of slavery into territory now free. 
The speech will be found in the Appendix. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. As it is getting 
late, and as this is a bill about which there wil! 
be no contest, I move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House, with a view of, at an 
carlydey, again moving to go into Committee of 

the Whole, and taking up another appropriation 
bill upon which the general debate can proceed. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to address the com- 
| mittee upon this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will then yield the floor 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I think this matter 
can be so arranged as to meet the views of the 
gentleman from Ohio, and also those of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. I would suggest that this 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House. 
The gentleman from Ohio can then move to take 
up another appropriation bill; the gentleman from 

exas can obtain the floor; the committee can 
then rise, and the gentleman from Texas will be 
entitled to the floor when the House again goes 
into committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will thén move that this 
bill be laid aside, to be reported to the House, 
and that the Army appropriation bill be taken 
up. The gentleman from Texas can then obtain 
the floor, as the gentlernan from Georgia sug- 

ests. 
P Mr. MORGAN. Inasmuch as this bill has 
not been discussed at all, and as it has not even 
been read, if it is proposed now to dispose of it 
in this summary manner I shall resist the mo- 
tion to the full extent of my power. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iamentitled to the floor. 
I will, however, say to the gentleman from New 
York, that this bill has been printed and upon 
the desks of members for more than a month. | 
presume they have read it. I take it for granted 
that members have come here for the purpose of 
legislating intelligibly upon these appropriation 
bills, and I doubt not that the gentleman from 
New York has carefully read this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir, I have never read 





it at all. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from 
New York has not examined the bill, I should be 
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vlad to know at what time the gentleman pro- | 


Mr. MORGAN. To-morrow. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from 
New York, or any other member, has any ob- | 


‘eetion to point out to this bill, I should be very | 


poses to give it his attention ? 


glad to give such explanation as I am able to || 


make in reference to it. I will state to him, and | 
to the committee, that there is no item in the bill | 
that is not predicated upon some law authorizing 
the appropriation. The Committee of Ways and | 
Means were very careful to examine the items, | 
and to scrutinize every portion of the bill, and 
they were unanimous in ae it to the House. | 
My object is simply to let this bill go to the Senate, | 
where it will receive a load of amendments, a por- | 
tion of which, at least, this House will have to | 
resist; but I desire that the Senate may not have | 
cause to say that we have been dilatory in carry- | 
ing forward the legitimate business of the session. | 
I hope, therefore, the gentleman from New York | 
will allow this bill to go through. I assure him | 
that the Committee of ign and Means were | 
unanimous in reporting it. e can then go into | 
Committee of the Whole, and take up another | 
appropriation bill, upon which the general debate | 
may proceed. 

Mr. MATTESON. I dislike very much to 
disoblige my friend from Ohio, but I desire to 
move an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will yield the floor tem- 
porarily to the gentleman, that he may state his | 
amendment. 

Mr. MATTESON. The amendment I have 
to propose to this bill is this: by former legisla- | 
tion the salary of the interpreter to the mission to 
China was fixed at $2,500 a year. In accord- 
ance with the request of the Secretary of State, | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs have instructed | 
me to report a bill increasing it to $5,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That would not 
be in order as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. MATTESON. I have the floor. 

Mr. JONES. Ifthe gentleman offers thatamend- 
ment, I raise the question of order, which I have 
the right to do. 

Mr. MATTESON. The House, after full dis- 
cussion, adopted amendments to the deficiency 
bill, increasing the salaries of officers, and there 
can be no more objection to the adoption of an 
amendment in this bill raising the salary of an 
interpreter, or asecretary of legation, than there 
was of raising the salary of your librarian. This 
isjust as regularas that was. I voted against that 
amendment. I did not think it was right; but the 
House, after three days’ discussion, sanctioned it. 
When we reach the proper point in this bill, I 
shall move to increase the salary of this interpre- 
ter, and I shall ask to have read a letter from the 
Secretary of State on the subject, and alsoa letter 
from the gentleman for whose benefit this pro- 
posed increase of salary is designed. If the point 
of order is raised on me, I shall ask the commit- 
tee to stand by what they settled here the other 
day in another case. 

r. STANTON. I have examined this bill 
pretty carefully, and there is but one item in it 
that I regard as at all objectionable. I allude to 
the item of paying exchange upon the salaries of 
foreign ministers; but it has been allowed so long 
that I do not suppose it would be possible to re- 
sist it successfully. I have, like my friend from 
New York, an amendment which I thought of 
asking the committee to incorporate into this bill; 
but a question of order might arise upon it, and 
I am willing, so far as [ am concerned, as I trust 
my friend from New York will be, to permit the 
bill to go at once to the Senate, and trust the 
Senate to put in the amendment. When the bill 
comes.back, we can agree or disagree to such 
amendments as the Senate may incorporate in it 
as we think best. I hope the committee will 
allow the bill to be reported to the House this 
evening. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I should like to know 
be any more in 
order when they come back from the Senate than 
they are now? 

_ Mr. STANTON. If the amendments are put 
in in the Senate, a question of order cannot be 
raised on them here. It may be discretionary with 
the House whether they will concur in t¥m or 
not, but no question of order can be raised upon 


them. But, sir, 1 am for this amendment where- 











|| ever itis offered. I only proposed that it should 








not be offered now as a question of economy to 
save time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I submit to the committee 
that this is a very reckless course of legislation. | 
Do gentlemen stand here and seriously propose || 
before the House and the country to pass a bill || 
and send it tothe Senate which they admit is not } 

| 
| 





perfect? So far as I am concerned, | have no 
objection to the bill. I have consulted my oracle, 
my friend Jones of Tennessee over there, [laugh- | 
ter,] and he says it is all right; but will genile- | 
men permit an act to pass beyond their control | 
which they admit is liable to serious objection, 
and trust to the generosity of the Senate to amend 
it as they desire it shall be amended? I am satis- 


|| fied about it; I have no objection to reporting the | 
| 


bill. I only ask whether there is consistency in | 
gentlemen’s conduct ? 

Mr. MATTESON. I would like to oblige the | 
gentleman from Ohio, but | think that I ought to | 
present the amendment which I have indicated | 
for the decision of the body. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to rise and re- | 
port the bill is not in order while any member 
proposes to amend it. » 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No objectioncoming from | 
other quarters to reporting the bill to the House, | 
my friend from New York withdraws the objec- | 
tion which he has made. I therefore move that 
the committee now rise and report the bill to the 
| House. 

The motion was agreed to. So the committee | 
rose; and | 

Mr. Stanton having taken the chair as Speaker 








Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, reported that 


the Kennebec river in the State of Maine; which 
was read a first andsecond time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
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|| Court of Claims. 


i] 
pro tempore, | 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the || 


Union had had the state of the Union generally | 
under consideration, and particularly a bill making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic | 
expenses of the Government for the year ending | 
30th of June, 1857; and had directed him to report | 
the same back without amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I demand the 
previous question on the engrossment of the bill. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is evidently | 
no quorum present, and I hope the gentleman 
will move to recommit his bill, and then that the 
House will adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to recommit the | 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is a 
special order, and, in the opinion of the Chair, | 
will come up to-morrow as a matter of course. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I object to taking any vote on 
a matter of so much importance, when there is 
no quorum present. 

Mr. HAVEN. I believe that either the motion 
to recommit or the call for the previous ques- | 
tion will keep the bill before the House, and io 
fore move that the House do now adjourn. 


THE NEUTRALITY LAWS. 


Mr. QUITMAN. Iamaboutto leave the city, | 
and I hope the gentleman from New York will | 
withdraw the motion to adjourn, so that I may 
introduce a bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. Certainly, if the House has a 
mind to do business without a quorum. 

Mr. QUITMAN, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to repeal certain sections of the neutrality law; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 





| 


in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to prowde for the erection of a marine hospital at 
the city of Oswego, New York; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 





A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Sinner Wes- 
sTeR, his Private Secretary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxins, their Secretary, announcing that 
the Senate had passed the following joint resolu- 
tion and bill of the House: 

Joint resolution (No, 3) relating to the appro- 
riation for the improvement of the harbor of 
heboygan, Wisconsin; and 

An act (No. 303) creating Columbus, in Ken- 
tucky, a port of delivery. 

Mr. BENSON, by unanimous corsent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
making an appropriation for the improvement of 
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Mr. McCARTY, by unanimous congent, and 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT CAMDEN. 


_ Mr. CLAWSON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing a site, and 
constructing a building, in Camden, New Jersey, for the 
purpose of a custom-house and post office; and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JONES, of Ten- 
nessee, (at half past fouro’clock, p,m.,) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 2, 1856. 
The House met at twelve,m. Prayer by Rev 
Henry C. Dean, Chaplain of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of bills reported from the 
The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is entitled to the floor. 


JUDGE IRWIN. 
Mr.RITCHIE. Before we goto that business, 


desire the unanimous consent of the House for 
leave to present the memorial of Judge Irwin, of 
the United States district court for the western 
district of Pennsylvania, in order that it may be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and “ 
ordered to be printed. It will be recollected that 
on yesterday a resolution in reference to Judge 
Irwin’s judicial conduct was referred to that com- 
mittee. This communication was addressed to 
the Committee on the Judiciary; but since the 
matter has assumed its present shape, I have 
thought proper to have it presented to the House, 
and referred to that committee. It is only proper 
to state that Judge Irwin requests the fullest and 
most searching investigation of the whole sub- 

ect. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will 
modify his motion so as to include in the order 
to print, the memorial of the bar of Pittsburg, in 
the same matter. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I accept the modification. 

Mr. Rircuis’s motion, as modifiea, was agreed 
to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickins, announcing that the Senate 
had passed, without amendment, the bill of the 
House to surrender to the State of Illinois the 
Cumberland road in said State. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PURYEAR, it was 


Ordered, That leave be gfainted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petition and papers of William 
Cumumnin, for the purpose of their reference to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. HARLAN. Iask leave to introduce a 
resolution, merely for reference. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. This is the day set apart 
for the consideration of private bills. ltis ob- 
jection day, and it will not come again for some 
time. My colleague, therefore, will pardon me 
if 1 object to any other business. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has the floor on the bills 
reported from the Court of Claims; but the mat- 
ter being objected to, it goes over until next Fri- 
day. move that the House resolve itself into 
atinheniies of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is not the busi- 
ness first in order for consideration, the bills 
reported from the Court of Claims? 4 

he SPEAKER. They are still pending. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. They are objected to; and 
their consideration goes over. 

Mr. JONES. hy? os 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Because thia is objection 


day. 
“Mr. JONES. Objestion day only applies to.a 


saw 
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Committee of the Whole House. We are now 
in the House, and the bills from the Court of 
Claims are equally important with the bills on 


the Private Calendar, and may as well be now | 


di snosed of. 

fr. RITCHIE, I wish to state heresthat I 
am entitled to the floor upon this matter, and am 
ready to proceed now —as ready as I shall be 
next Friday—and I should like to do so, as I 
dislike, after | have prepared my remarks, to 
keep them onhand, Yet, as this is ohjectionday, 
and many members desire to proceed to the con- 
s‘deration of bills upon the Private Calendar, I 
will yield to a motion to go into a Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, with the un- 
derstanding that we are, next Friday, to take up 
the business from the Court of Claims, and dis- 
pose of it then. But Lam willing that the House 
shall express their wish in reference to going into 
the Committee of the Whole. Before I yield to 
such a motion, I move that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mir. GIDDINGS. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How does the 
gentleman get the floor to make that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania yielded to the gentleman from Ohio for | 


the purpose of making the motion, 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. 

This being objection day, the bills and joint 
resolutions on the Calendar were taken up in their 
order; and those to which no objection was made 
were, under the rule, without debate, laid aside 
to be reported to the House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 135) for the relief of the 
representatives of Robert King, deceased. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I suggest that, | 


by unanimous consent, this bill be passed over 
informally until the gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr. Srepuens,] who reported it, shall have 
returned. 

The bill was passed over informally for the 
present. 


A bill (AH. R. No. 130) to grant to L. Jane 
Horner and children a section of land in Oregon. 
It provides that one section, or six hundred 
and forty acres of land, in the Territory of Ore- 
on, being the tract formerly in possession of 
aoa Horner, and on which his wife, L. Jane 
Horner, and her children now reside, be granted 
to the said wife and children, in the following 
manner: the south half of said section to the said 
L. Jane Horner, in her own right, and the north 
half to her said children; provided it be shown to 
the satisfaction of the register and receiver in 
Oregon, with the approval of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, that the continued 
possession by the said L. Jane Horner has been 
such as, under the conditions of the act of Sep- | 
tember 27, 1850, in regard to settlement, would 
entitle her to a donation, and such as would have 
entitled the said Emanuel Horner to a donation 
had he remained in possession. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 60) for the relief ef Anson 
Dart. 

It provides that the proper accounting officers | 
of the Treasury Department be authorized and 
directed to account with and allow to-Anson Dart, | 
late superintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon 
Territory, for the time he served as such, $3,500 | 
per annum, deducting therefrom the compensation | 
received by the said Anson Dart as superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs for Oregon Territory; the 
same to be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. Dart was appointed superintendent in the 
year 1850, and served in that capacity for the 
term of nearly three years; during the period of 
his service, he had under his superintendence the 
Indian affairs of all the country now included | 
within the Territories of Oregon and Washing- 
ton; he was a feithfal officer, and discharged 


1 


' 
shall not exceed the sum of $457 22. 


Government; during the whoie of his ee, 
| ency, peace and quiet were maintaine 


office was $2,500 per annum; but he was assured 
by the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate, and by other members of 
that body, that a bill which was then pending for 
an inerease of the salary of the superintendent 
of Indian affairs in California should be made to 


»yrovision had the sanction and approval of the 
Saaten Bureau; but by accident or oversight the 
bill was not so amended as to provide for tt; and 
| the bill passed fixing the salary of the superin- 
| tendent in California at $4,500, without changing 
| that of Oregon; since which time and since the 


| termination of the official service of Mr. Dart, it | 


has been considered proper, and Congress has 
divided the Territory formerly under his care, 


| each of the Territories of Oregon and Washing- 
| ton. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 186) for the relief of W. M. 
F. Magraw, contractor for carrying the mail on 
route No 8911, from Independence, Missouri, to 
Salt Lake, Utah Territory. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I object to the bill. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that objection; and my reason is not 
confined entirely to the consideration of the merits 
of the case, but that action upon it now 1s needful 
for the benefit of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I will withdraw 
objection until the report is read. 

"The report was then read. 

Mr. Watsrince renewed the objection. 

A bill (H. R. No. 135) for the relief of the 
representatives and sureties of Robert King, 
deceased. Reported with an amendment. 


my 


favor of the United States on the official bond of 
the late Robert King, former pension agent at 


and there is now a separate superintendency for | 
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1 his duties in a manner highly satisfactory to the || _ A bill (H. R, No. 205) for the relief or 


|| Drinkwater and others. 
amongst | 
all the Indian tribes under his care, and also be- |} 
tween them and their white neighbors. At the 1 
time of his appointment the salary affixed to the 


| the United States, mpene to the account of 


| of a suit, the United States vs. Sloop Mary and 
include the superintendent of Oregon, and such | . 


| be paid to the several persons hereinbefore named 
| ’ 


|| representatives of said Miller shall receive such additional 
| sum from the Secretary of the Treasury ws wiil make the 


‘| of Colonel Charles Simms, late collector of the 


It authorizes and directs the district attorney | 
of the United Siates for the district of East Ten- | 
nessee to dismiss the suit by him instituted in | 


|| Knoxville, Tennessee; and directs that the claim | 
| of the United States founded upon said bond, and | 


|} sought to be enforced in said suit, be released | 


1 and discharged. 
The Committee on the Judiciary report the 
| following amendment: 

Provided, however, That the accounting officer of the 
| Treasury shall first adjust the accounts of Robert King as 
pension agent, allowing to the defendants for him two per 
cent. on the moneys paid out by him for all the time he 
acted as such agent, and for which he was never allowed, 


any, Which may be found due to the United States. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then laid aside to be 
| reported to the House. 


dian agent at Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 


adjustment, certain vouchers, heretofore presented 
by him, and now on file, for expenses incurred 
for premiums paid in exchanging and collecting 
drafts, and also for one quarter’s salary for his 
own services, shall be allowed and paid: provided 
that any balance thus found due said Tchsaek 
shall first be applied in liquidation of his ifdebt- 
edness to the United States, if any there shall be, 
and the remainder only shall be paid to him. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs report the 
following amendments: 

Line 8. After the word “ premiums” strike out the word 
* paid ;”? after the word “ exchanging” in said line, add 
“gold for silver;’? afterthe word ‘coin’? strike out the 


words “ and coilecting dratts ;’’ and add at the end of the 
bill the following proviso : 


ind provided further, That the sum to be allowed to him 





The question was taken on the amendments; 
and re were agreed to. 
The bi i 


House. 


ll was laid aside to be reported to the 


and that the detendants shall have first paid the balence, if 


A bill (H. R. No. 134) authorizing a settlement || 
of the accounts of Charles P. Babcock, late In- |! 


It authorizes and requires the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to adjust and pay the accounts of || Abnt 
| Charles P. Babcock, late Indian agent at Detroit, || OY": 


| in the State of Michigan; and that, in making such | 


SEE 


| now to be made, among the captain and crew above-men. 
| tioned, in compliance with the law of 1809, entitled “ An 


| and legal representatives of Daniel Renner and 





| and settled without any charge of interest on any 


| heirs and representatives, shall be forever dis- 


West 
The bill authorizes and directs the Secretar 
of the Treasury to pay to West Drinkwater 
Kingsbury Duncan, Jonathan Clark, Samu¢} 
Duncan, and John Duncan, or to such person, 
as may be legally authorized to receive the auene 
as their heirs or legal representatives, $33,213 17’ 
that being the amount paid into the Treasury of 


fines, penalties, and forfeitures, in consequence 


cargo, in the district court of Maine, January anq 
April, 1815; the said sloop having been captured 
by the aforesaid named persons from the British 
and delivered to the proper authorities of the 
United States in the State of Maine; said sum to 


or to their heirs or legal representatives, in equal 
parts. 


Mr. KNOWLTON offered the following amend. 
ment: 

Provided, That if the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
satisfied, from the records of the distribution heretofore 
made, that Noah Miller, commander of the boat which cap- 
tured the said British sloop Mary, has not already received 
his legal relative share of said prize, then the heirs or legal 


whole distribution, adding that heretofore made to that 


act for the better government of the Navy.” 
[Objected to by Mr. Wuee cer. ] 
A bill (H. R. No. 206) for the relief of the heirs 


Nathaniel H. Heath. 
[Objected to by Mr. Puetps.] 


A bill (HA. R. No. 207) for the relief of the heirs 


port of Alexandria. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
the account of the late Colonel Charles Simms, 
collector of the port of Alexandria, to be audited 


indebtedness due from him to the Government at 
the time of his death; and provides that, when 
the principal of such indebtedness shall be paid, 
the estate of the said Charles Simms, and his 


charged from any liability on account of any 
interest that may have accrued thereon. 

Colonel Charles Simms, some time in the year ¢ 
1820, died while collector of the port of Alexan- 
dria, then in the District of Columbia; and sub- 
sequently thereto, on a settlement of his account 
at the Treasury Department, he was found to be 
indebted to the Government in a large sum of 
money. 

Soon after the death of Colonel Simms, all his 
personal estate was disposed of by his proper 
representative, and the proceeds, though greatly 
insufficient, were faithfully applied towards the 
extinguishment of this debt; and subsequently 
the whole of his real estate was sold, and applied 
to the payment of said debt. A sum of money 
which was found to be due to Colonel Simms 
from the Government for services rendered, or 
money advanced, during the revolutionary war, 
was afterwards collected, and applied towards the 
judgment of his said indebtedness to the Govern- 


The whole of his estate, real and personal, has 
been exhausted, and the proceeds applied to his 
said liability. 

A small portion of the principal, about $130, 
and the whole of the interest, otal resbaibe due and 
unpaid. There is no legal obligation upon the 
heirs to pay any portion thereof; but they are 
unwilling that the account of their ancestor should 
thus remain open and unsettled. They there- 
fore petition that they be permitted to pay the 
balance of the principal of the debt still due, and 
that the Secretary of the Treasury cause tlie 
account of Colonel Simms to be audited and set- 
tled upon that basis, without any charge of inter- 
est whatever. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H.. R. No. 37) for the relief of < 
G. King, late receiver of public money at Mon- 
roe, ouisiana. 

[Objected to by Mr. Haruan.] 


A bill (H.R. No. 208) for the relief of William 








ly 2, 


West 


retary 
Water, 
Samuel 
eTSONg 
; Same, 
13 17, 
ury of 
‘unt of 
quence 
Ty and 
ry and 
Ptured 
ritish, 
of the 
suM to 
lamed, 
| equal 


mend. 


shall be 
retofore 
ich cap- 
eceived 
Or legal 
ditional 
ake the 
to that 
e-men- 
ed “ An 


> heirs 
er and 


e heirs 
of the 


) cause 
imms, 
udited 
yn any 
ent at 
when 
paid, 
1d his 
r dis- 
f any 


e year ‘ 
lexan- 
d sub- 
count 
L to be 
im of 


ull his 
proper 
reatly 
1s the 
uently 
pplied 
noney 
simms 
ed, or 
r war, 
ds the 
yvern- 


I, has 
10 his 


$130, 
e and 
n the 
y are 
hould 
here- 
y the 
, and 
e the 
d set- 
inter- 


o the 


peyton 


Mon- 


i 





1856. 


Humphrey, Jr., owner of fishing schooner Good || 
Exchange, lost at sea. 
it provides that the collector of customs for the 
district of Marblehead, in the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, be authorized and directed to pay 
to William Humphreys, Jr., the owner of the 
schooner Good Exchange, of ninety-four tons and 
thirty-nine ninety-fifths of a ton burden, upon his 
showing sufficient authority from the heirs or 
the legal representatives of each person interested, 
such a sum of money as said vessel would have 
been entitled to if she had been engaged in the cod 
fisheries for the ‘fishing term” of four months 
or more, to be distributed as the law provides; 
such vessel having been lost while engaged in that 
business during the fishing season of 1845; pro- 
yided it shall be shown by sufficient proof that 
the master and three fourths of the crew of the 
said schooner Good Exchange were citizens of the | 
United Stgtes. ; 

The petition is accompanied by the ordinary | 
fshermen’s shipping paper and agreement, en- 
tered into between the owner of the schooner, the | 


skipper, and the sharesmen. It appears that the | 
etitioner was owner of the said fishing schooner 

Good Exchange, of Marblehead, in the State of 

Massachusetts; that she was enrolled and licensed 

for the codfishery, and sailed from Marblehead | 
on a codfishing voyage for the Grand Bank, on 
the 17th day of July, 1845, with a crew of six 
men besides the master; that said schooner was 
of the burden of ninety-four tons and thirty-nine 
ninety-fifths of a ton; that said vessel was seen 

and boarded on the Grand Bank by Joseph G. 
Green, master of fishing schooner Elizabeth, of: 
Marblehead, on the 20th day of October, 1845, 
having on board nine thousand two hundred fish; 
that she was again spoken a few days afterwards, 
since which time she has never been seen or heard 
of to the knowledge of the petitioner, and no 
doubt has been lost, with all on board. 

By the first section of the act of Congress of 
May 26, 1824, it is provided that if ‘* any vessel 
which shall be licensed, according to law, for the 
codfishery, and which shall have completed her 
fishing term according to the provisions of law, 
and thereby become entitled to the allowance of 
bounty, shall, in returning to any port within the 
United States, be wrecked or lost, the owner or 
owners, and crew of such vessel, shall, on satis- | 
factory proof being made to the Comptroller of 
the Treasury of the wreck or loss of such vessel, 
be entitled to the same bounty as would have 
been allowed had such vessel returned to port.’ 

The case does not come strictly within the pro- 
visions of the section of the law above quotsiven 
this schooner had not completed her ‘ fishing 
term’’ of four months when last seen and boarded. | 
It is, therefore, left to conjecture whether she had 
actually completed her ‘* fishing term’’ of four 
months, and was lost on her ‘ returning to any 
port within the United States;’’ but, perhaps, it 
might be fair to presume she had. Under the | 
general law, no allowance of bounty can be had 
in a case like the present; and the petitioner asks 
Congress to make him ‘‘ the same allowance, to || 
be paid on account of said schooner, as she would || 
have been by law entitled to if she had not been || 
lost at sea.’ | 

Protection to these fisheries has been extended || 
by the Government from the earliest periods; and 
the committee find that it has been usual for Con- | 
gress to grant relief in such cases. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 104) to enable the United | 
States to make use of the solar compass in the 
public surveys. [Objected to by Mr. Waineciin.} 


A bill (H. R. No. 213) to construe the act en- | 
titled ‘* An act for the relief of James M. Gog- 
gin,” approved 27th of July, 1854. 

It provides that the Postmaster General be au- 
thorized and required so to construe the act of 
Congress, approved 27th of July, 1854, for the 
relief of James M. Goggin, late special agent of 
the Post Office Department in California, as that 
he shall be paid the same salary for the time he | 
acted as such agent as is now paid to his suc- | 
cessor in office under the present law; and also the 
amount for office rent and clerk hire which may | 
be shown by proper vouchers to have been actu- | 
= paid by him for the same. 

t 


appears that Mr. Goggin acted as speeial | 





| 














he necessarily rented an office, and 


|} 6303, and that he be required to allow them 


| that the communication is not with the joint res- 


| be passed over informally for the present. 


| objection to the bill. 


| feited land-stock in the State of Mississippi, on 


| izing him to locate it on any of the public lands | 
g y } 
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agent for the State of California from the Ist day | 16596, and the same shall be dully canceled be- 


of December, 1850, until the 6th day of April, i 
1853; that he discharced the duties for that State 
usually assigned to the contract, appointment, and 
fiscal bureaus of the Post Office Department; thet 

j had toemploy 
a clerk, and that his traveling expenses greatly 
exceeded his per diem allowance; that he was 
induced by the postmaster to continue in office, 
under the promise that the Postmaster General 
would ask Congress to make him a fair allow- 
ance, which the Postmaster General several times 
endeavored to do. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A resolution (S. No. 7) for the relief of the 
Southwestern and Muskogee Railroad Com- 
panies. 

It provides that the Postmaster General be 
authorized to correct the error in the bid of R. R. 
Cuyler, forthe president of the Southwestern and 
Muskogee Railroad Companies, on mail route 


$15,300 per annum for the double daily service 
from the commencement of their service to the || 
expiration of the contract, or so long as the New | 
York and New Orleans mail may continue to be | 
transported over said route. 
Mr. WALKER. I would state that there is 
no formal report accompanying the joint resolu- 
tion, but there will be found accompanying ita 
communication from the Postmaster General. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed 


olution. 
Mr. WALKER. It may be in my desk. 
Mr.SANDIDGE. I move that the resolution 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
reported to the House. 
Mr. WALKER. I am sure there can be no | 


Let it be | 


Mr.PRINGLE. I propose that, by unanimous 
consent, the joint resolution be passed over in- | 
formally until the communication of the Post- | 
master General can be found. 

It was so ordered. 


A bill (H. R. No. 223) for the relief of John 
Crawford. 

It provides that John Crawford be authorized | 
to locate certificate No. 3150, for $899 90, for- | 


any public lands in the United States subject to |: 
private entry, at not exceeding $1 25 per acre. || 
The report was read. It relates that the peti- 
tioner represents that so much of the public lands 
in Mississippi has been disposed of that he could || 
not locate his certificate in that State, as the law | 
requires, without great loss in its value; and 
prays that a special law may be passed author- 





belonging to the United States subject to private 
entry. 
The fourth section of the act of 23d May, 1828, | 
granted this extended right to persons receiving 
certificates for forfeited land-stock, on account of 
lands sold at Pittsburg and one or two other 
laces; and as the public lands in all the States 
elong equally to th 
terial to the Government in what State the certifi- 
cate is located. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


e United States it is not ma- || 





A bill (H. R. No. 224) authorizing the legal 
representatives of Manuel Gonzales Moro to 
enter certain lands in Missouri. [Ol»jected to by | 
Mr. Coss, of Alabama. } 


A bill (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Joseph | 
Richards, of Berks county, Pennsylvania. 

It authorizes and directs the Commissioner of | 
Pensions to cause to be issued to and in the name | 
of Joseph Richards, devisee and legal represent- | 
ative of Henry Hutchinson, deceased, late a pri- | 
vate in company B, fourth regiment of United | 
States artillery, a land warrant in lieu of a! 
warrant inamed, the 27th of May, 1848, in the | 
name of said Henry Hutchinson, for one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, and numbered 16596, which | 
said warrant was issued subsequent to the death | 
of the said Henry Hutchinson; and the said | 
Commissioner of Pensions is further directed to 
require the said Joseph Richards to deliver to 
him, to be canceled, the said warrant numbered 


fore another warrant shall be issued in lieu there- 
of, in the name of the said Joseph Richards as 
devisee and legal representative aforesaid; pro- 


| vided, however, that before a warrant shall be 


issued as aforesaid, satisfactory proof shall be 


filed in the office of the said Commissioner of 
| Pensions that the said Joseph Richards is justly 


and legally entitled to have and receive the said 
warrant as devisee and representative of the said 
Henry Hutchinson, deceased. 

Mr. McCARTY objected. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I hope the 
objection will be withdrawn, I can satisfy every 
gentleman in the House that this is a proper 


| Matter, 


The CHAIRMAN. | Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. But it is in order to ask the gen- 
tleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. MceCARTY withdrew his objection. 

Mr. CARLILE. I propose to amend the bill, 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I should be pleased to 
hear the explanation of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. This seems to be a special bill, and 
if the principle of it be right you ought to amend 
it so asto make it general. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CARLILE. I move to amend by striking 
out all afier the enacting clause, and inserting as 
follows: 

That in all cases where an application has been made 
for bounty land under the act approved March 3, 1855, by 
a person entitled thereto, and the applicant dies pending the 
application, and before the receipt of the warrant for bounty 
land, leaving no minor children, the same shall issue to his 
or her adult children. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is out of order to the bill under 
consideration. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it competent for the 
committee to give unanimous consent to the intro- 
duction of that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then I object. 

Mr. HAVEN. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn. But if not, it is unfair to other 
claimants on the Calendar to be delayed by this. 

Mr. JONES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the committee, if it be in order, to say a few 
words on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
committee cannot suspend the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that the objection 
of the gentleman from Virginia is because we 
have not a general bill. 
‘ Mr. McMULLIN. 

ill. 


The bill was passed over. 

Senate resolution for the relief of the South- 
westernand Muscogee railroad companies, which 
had been informally passed over, was again taken 
up, and communications in reference to the 


We should have a general 


' . . ‘ 
claim having been read, and there being no objec- 


tion, the resolution was laid aside to be reported 
to the House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 226) to authorize the legal 
representatives of Pascal L. Cerré to enter cer- 
tain lands in the State of Missouri. e 

It authorizes the legal representatives of Paseal 
L. Cerré to enter, without payment, at any land 
office in the State of Missouri, in such quanti- 
ties, agreeable to the United States —— as 
the claimants may desire, a quantity of land sub- 
ject to private entry, not exceeding seven thuou- 
sand and fifty-six arpents of land, in lieu of, and in 
compensation for, a claim of that quantity allowed 
to them by the board of commissioners appointed 
‘* for the final adjustment of private land claims 
in the State of Missouri,’’ under the act of Con- 
gress approved July 9, 1832, and confirmed by 
“* An act confirming claims to lands in the State 
of Missouri, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
July 4, 1836; and also directs that the register 
and receiver of the land offices aforesaid shall 
receive the proper applications and proofs, and 

shall issue the necessary certificate or certificates} 

| on return of which to the General Land Office, 

with proof sufficient, in the opinion of the Secre- 

tary of the Interior, to establish the nght of the 

claimant as such legal representatives, a patent 
or patents shall issue as in other cases. 

r. HAVEN moved to amend by inserting 

in the first part of the bill, after the words ‘* pri- 
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vate entry,’’ the words “ at a price not exceeding | 
125 per acre;’’ which amendment was agreed to. | 
The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be | 
sorted to the House. 
ie. KENNETT. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Coss] withdraws his objection to | 
the bill authorizin 
Manuel Gonzales Moro to enter certain lands in | 
Missouri, if it be amended as the bill just laid | 
aside was amended. I hope it will be laid aside | 
to be reported to the House. 
The CHAIR. It is not in order to go back to 
withdraw objections once made. 


A bill (H. R. No. 238) granting a pension to 
Ansel Wilkinson. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension roll, at the rate of 
twenty-five dollars per month, to commence from 
the 19th of February, 1856, the name of Ansel 
Wilkinson, who was seriously injured while 
doing service as a piloton board the United States | 
schooner Ariel, in the action fought on Lake Erie, 
under the command of Oliver H. Perry, on the 
10th of September, 1813. 7 

From the “eget it appears that the petitioner 
was appointed pilot by Commodore Oliver H. 
Perry, commanding the United States naval forces 
on Lake Erie, and served in that capacity from 
April, 1812, to the 10th of September, 1813, the | 
day of Perry’s victory. During the engagement 
he acted as the pilot of the schooner Ariel; and 
his position, necessarily maintained during the | 
engagement, was just out of the range of her 
guns; the frequent discharge of these guns caused | 
a flow of blood from his ears and nostrils, and | 
eventuated in a permanent injury to his hearing, 
disqualifying him for active pursuits, and obliging | 
him to quit the service. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 243) for the relief of George | 
K. McGunnegle, surviving partner of the late firm 
of Hill & McGunnegle, of St. Louis, Missouri. 
It appropriates $2,282 67 out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 

id by the Secretary of the Treasury to George | 
Kr. MecGunnegle, surviving partner of the late | 
firm of Hill & McGunnegle, of St. Louis, Mis- | 
souri, in full for furnishing and transporting | 
supplies to the Illinois militia, in the Black Hawk 
war. 

The report was read 


Mr. McMULLIN. Irise Sor the purpose of | 
eliciting some information from the Chair. Ought 
not this claim to have gone to the Court of | 
Claims? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was the election of the | 
claimant to have his case examined and reported | 
on here, or by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It seems to me that that | 
court was created in order that claims should be | 
fully investigated, and not decided on ex parte | 
testimony. 1 object to the bill. 


A bill CH. R. No. 253) to continue the pension | 
to Nancy Weatherford. 

It continues the pension granted to Nancy | 
Weatherford by the act of Congress entitled ‘An | 
act for the rehef of Mrs. Nancy Weatherford, | 
widow of Colonel William Weatherford, of the | 
first regiment of Illinois volunteers in the Mexi- | 
ean war,’’ for five years, from July 4, 1854. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with an amendment. 

The report relates that Nancy Weatherford is | 
the widow of the late William Weatherford, who 
was a colonel in the first regiment of Illinois 
volunteers in the war with Mexico; that on the 
4th of July, 1849, he died of disease contracted 
during service in Mexico; and that the proof 
upon the question of his death from the cause 
above named, is ample and complete. On the 3d 
of March, 1855, Congress passed an act granting 
a pension of thirty doilars per month to said 
Nancy Weatherford, to continue five years from 
the day of his death. There is evidence to show 
that it was the desire and intention of the com- 
mittee of last Congress who reported the bill, to 
grant the same pension to Mrs. Weatherford as 
the widows of other officers receive under the 
acts of July 21, 1848, February 22, 1849, and 
February 3, 1853; but that, for some reason, the 











bill, as passed, only provided half for five 
years, instead of ten years, as peovdlod in other 
cases by tive acts above named. 





the legal representatives of || 
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Mr. McMULLIN. 
reported by the committee? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no 
doubt that the bill which has been read from the 
Clerk’s desk is the bill which the committee in- 
tended to report. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I should like to know 
what is the character of the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
accompanying the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let it lie over, then. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope there 
will be no objection. This is a very meritorious 
officer. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The bill which has been 


What is the amendment 


| read is the amendment recommended by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Does the bill provide for 
half-pay, and for what time ? 

The CHAIRMAN. For five years. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 254) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Samuel R. Thurston, Delegate from 
Oregon. [Objected toby Mr. Stanton. } 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 10) for the relief 
of Dr. William P. A. Hail, late of the Tennessee 
volunteers in the Mexican war. 

It provides that the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury be authorized and directed to ad- 


in Mexico, upon the following principles, to wit: 
to allow Dr. Hail the pay of assistant surgeon 
while engaged in professional services, with the 
consent of his commanding, officer, deducting 
therefrom the amount paid him as a private in 
the first regiment of Tennessee volunteers during 
the period he performed the duties of surgeon. 

And that the Secretary of the Treasury pay to 
Dr Hail, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, such sum as may, upon 
said adjustment, be found to be due him for med- 
ical services aforesaid. 

Dr. Hail was a private in the first regiment of 
Tennessee volunteers serving in Mexico. While 
a member of that corps, the principal surgeon of 
the regiment died. While under the sole care of 
an assistant surgeon, much sickness prevailed in 
the regiment—about four hundred being sick at 
one time. During this time Dr. Hail was actively 


engaged in professional services to the sick, doing || 


all he could to alleviate their suffering and dis- 
tress; and it is stated by General Pillow that Dr. 
Hail’s services were necessary. 


A bill (H.R. No. 260) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Thomas Gordon, deceased. 
[Objected to by Mr. McMe un. ] 


Joint resolution (No. 8) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to settle the accounts of Oliver 
M. Wozencraft. 

The joint resolution authorizes the Secretary 

of the Interior to audit and settle, upon principles 
of justice and equity, the accounts of Oliver M. 
Wozencraft, late commissioner and Indian agent 
for the Indians in California. The committee 
propose to amend by striking out all after the 
word ‘* Resolved,’’ and inserting as follows: 
—by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be, and he is, authorized to audit and 
settle, oere just and equitable principles, the accounts of 
Oliver M. Wozencraft, late commissioner and Indian agent 
for California, for actual disbursements made by him ; and 
that a sum not exceeding $7,000 be appropriated for the 
purpose of carrying this resolution into effect, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the 
settlement of any contracts entered into by said Wozen- 
eruft, or drafts drawn by him, on which individuals now 
base claims against the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, as 
amended, was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 266) for the relief of Captain 
J. P. Hatch, of the United States Army. 

The bill directs the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of 
Captain J. P. Hatch, of the United States Army, 
to allow to his eredit the sum of $610, the amount 
lost by him whilst the recruiting officer at Cleve- 
land, on the 25th of October, 1854. 

The report relates that the memorialist was the 
reeruiting officer at Cleveland, Ohio; that on the 








a 


SSS 
25th of October, 1854, a large detachment of rp. 
cruits enlisted by him were under orders for Jog. 


| ferson Barracks, Missouri, for the trans 
of which from Cleveland to St. POrtation 


c Louis he had 
| arranged with the agent of the Central Michigan 
railroad. About five o’clock, p. m., of that da 
| Sergeant Randolph Douglass was directed to zo 
to the office of the railroad and get the tickets, for 
which purpose the sum of $610 recruiting fund, 
was handed to him by the memorialist. o,. 
geant Douglass stopped at a drinking-place aboy; 
two thirds of the distance on the route to the rajj. 
| road office; remained there but a moment; came 
out, and from that time nothing has been seen oy 
| heard of him, and all trace of him has been Jog, 
It was supposed at the time that he had deserted. 
| and for the purpose of apprehending him, tele. 
graphic communications were sent to all points 
| of interception, and the police of New York and 
New Orleans were ordered to look out for him: 
all of which decisive means to intercept him 
| resulted in no discovery or information of him, 
| Subsequent events, such as the finding of Sep. 
_geant Douglass’s pane on Pittsburg street, taken 





|| in connection with the extremely bad character 


| of the locality where he was missed, and his own 
| good character, unblemished during a military 
| service of nine years, brought Captain Hatch to 
| the conclusion, and made it quite probable, that 
he had been murdered and robbed after leayino 
the drinking saloon where he was last seen. — 


: ote Tt ae ears that at the time Captai in- 
just the claim of Dr. "We. P..A: Hail, for medical ||. auhees, wan ae he tape opts Eee 


services rendered to the volunteers while serving || 


trusted this money to Sergeant Douglass, he was 
| suffering from an injury in his knee, received in 
| the line of his duty in Texas; that at that partic. 
| ular time, laboring under the effects of that injury, 
| he was unable, on account of the great dechway 
| from his quarters to the depot, to proceed there 
and purchase the tickets himself, and therefore he 
| was necessitated to employ the most trustworthy 
| man under him to perform this duty, which man 
was Sergeant Douglass. 

Shortly after the loss of this money, Captain 
| Hatch called for an army-board of inquiry to ex. 
amine into the circumstances of the loss; which 
| board convened at Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, 
on the 19th of November, 1854, and reported, as 
the result of their examination, the facts substan- 
tially set forth above, established the high char- 
acter of the missing sergeant, and expressed the 
opinion that he must have been murdered. 

The committee are of opinion that it would be 
unjust to charge Captain Hatch with this amount, * 
which was lost through no neglect of his, but 
| which was intrusted, as any man of business 
would do, to an agent of high character to dis- 
burse in a pressing emergency, and which was 
lost in a casualty which he could not have fore- 
seen. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 267) for the reiief of Jacob 
Price, of Jefferson county, Virginia. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to cause the name 
of Jacob Price, of Jefferson county, Virginia, to 
be placed on the pension roll at four dollars per 
month, during the term of his natural life, com- 
mencing January 1, 1854. 

From the report it appears that the memorialist, 
during the war with the Seminole Indians, became 
attached to the Army as a private in company I, 
third regiment artillery, and was on some of the 
most hazardous marches whilst hostilities were 
raging in that Territory; that, whilst he was in 
that company, he was wounded in an engagement 
ny the Indians, bya rifle-ball in the left shoul- 

er. 

The fact of his service and discharge, as set 
forth in his memorial, is fully sustained by the 
records of the Adjutant General’s office; and, 
whilst the proof that he received his wound 
during his service in Florida was not deemed 
satisfactory by the Pension Bureau, and is not a8 

rfect as it might be, no doubt is entertained, 
rom the evidence laid before them, that he was 
wounded whilst in the military service of the 
country, and that he ought to be allowed a pen- 
sion. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 268) for the relief of the legal 
Se of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, 












iy 2, 
t of re. 
for Jef. 
rtation 
he had 
ichigan 
at day, 
d to £0 
Cts, for 
s funds 
Ser. 
e about 
the raj}. 
‘> Came 
seen or 
en lost, 
serted; 
mn, tele. 
pant 
TK and 
or him; 
pt him 
of him, 
of Ser. 
ty taken 
aracter 
lls OWn 
dilitary 
atch to 
le, that 
leaving 
on. 
atch in- 
he was 
‘ived in 
partic. 
injury, 
aclivit 
dl thon 
fore he 
worthy 
ch man 


Yaptain 
' to ex- 
which 
ssouri, 
ted, as 
abstan- 
h char- 
sed the 


yuld be 
mount, * 
is, but 
usiness 
to dis- 
ch was 
e fore- 


to the 


Jacob 
directs 
» name 
nia, to 
Ars per 
}, com- 


rialist, 
yecame 
any I, 
of the 
S were 
was in 
rement 
shoul- 


as set 
by the 
; and, 
wound 
eemed 
not as 
ained, 
ie was 


of the 
A pen- 


to the 


> legal 


ipple, 





. 
1856. 
iii provides that, in the settlement of the ac- 
counts of the late Captain Joseph H. Whipple, 
the accounting officers be directed to pass to his 
credit $1,298 03, or so much thereof as, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War, was properly 
expended by him on account of barracks at Tur- 
key river. ; aid ; 
Joseph H. aes was a captain in the United 
States Army, and in command of the post on 
Turkey river. On the settlement of his accounts, 
it is found that certain items expended by him 
on account of * barracks,’’ at that aos have 
been suspended by the accounting officers “‘ for 
want of appropriation’’—the expenditures for 
that object having exceeded the appropriation 
about $1,300. tie : % 

The object of the petitioner is to obtain a law 
«quthorizing the accounting officers to pass to 
his credit either the whole amount or so much 
thereof as may, on settlement, be found to have 
been properly expended,’’ in accordance with a 
suggestion of the Secretary of War. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, 
United States Army. [Objected to by Mr. Sran- 
TON. 

A bill (H. R. No. 272) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Colonel John Hardin. 

It instructs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the heirs of Colonel John Hardin, de- 
ceased, $1,879 06, that sum being the amount of 
the balance due them under the agreement be- 
tween General Wilkinson and Colonel Hardin, 
and to be in full satisfaction of all claims on their 
partagainst the Government of the United States. 
Colonel Hardin was an ensign in a militia com- 


pany in the memorable expedition, in the year | 


1774, of Governor Dunmore, of Virginia, against 
the Indians; he was afterwards one of acompany 


commanded by Captain Zack Morgan, during | 
an engagement of which with the Indians he was | 


wounded in the groin by a ball, which was never 
extracted to the day of Sie death. He next joined 
the regular Army, with the command of asecond 
lieutenant; he was then attached to Morgan’s 
rifle corps, and was principally on the lines until 
he resigned a first lieutenant’s commission, in 
1779. He was afterwards quartermaster in the 
Wabash expedition under General Clark. He 
was in every Indian expedition which was formed 
after his arrival in Kentucky, except that of Gen- 
eral St. Clair, which he was prevented from join- 
ing on accountof his having accidentally wounded 
himself. 

In 1792 the hostile Indians northwest of the 
Ohio became so troublesome, and committed so 
many outrages, that it was the policy of the Gev- 
ernment to make peace with them, if pessible. 
In order to do this, it was necessary to find a man 
of more than ordinary courage, firmness, and 
sagacity, to be the bearer of the white flag, or, in 
other words, the messenger to invite them to 
peace. Colonel Hardin was selected by General 
Wilkinson, then the commander at Fort Wash- 
ington, for the reason, as the géneral says him- 
self, in his letter, ** I wish you to undertake the busi- 
ness, because you are better qualified for it than any 
man of my acquaintance.’’? During this expedition 
he was murdered by the Indians. 

His heirs now come before Congress claiming 
the sum of $200 per annum, from the date of his 
death, in 1792, to that of his widow, in the year 
1829. 

This claim is founded upon a promise made by 
General Wilkinson to Colonel John Hardin, the 
information of which promise is conveyed to 
his wife in the letter before alluded to, written 
just previous to his departure on the mission 
which ended in his death. In that letter he says: 
‘* Should I fall a sacrifice in thisimportant attempt, 
the general has promised me to be your steady 
friend, and that your yearly supply from Govern- 
ment shall not be less than $200 during your nat- 
ural life.’’ ‘ 
gene bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

ouse, 


A bill (H. R. No. 275) for the relief of Cap- 
tain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones. [Objected to by 
Mr. Wueeter.} 

A bill (H. R. No. 278) for the relief of Mrs. 

* A. W. Angus, widow of the late Captaiff Samuel 


| 
| 


| E. Jarvis, United States Army. 
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[Objected to by 
Mr. MeMotuw.] 3 
Mr. STANTON. 1 desire to withdraw my || 


Angus, United States Navy. 


| objection to the bill (H. R. No. 269) fur the re- || bills on the 


lief of the sureties of the late Lieutenant Charles || 


} 


The CHAIRMAN. Itisnotin order to do so. | 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Do I understand | 
that it is not in order for a gentleman to withdraw | 
his objection to a bill? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 


| if objection is made to a bill, and the committee || 


| 
| 
| 


| 
1 


| so after the Calendar shall have been gone through 











\ 


| 


| 18 not in order to go back and take up a billalready | 


| the proper time. 


| ter, of the United States Navy. 


passes on to the consideration of another bill, it 


| 
assed. 1] 
Mr. FULLER. Will it not be in order to do || 


with ? 1} 
The CHAIRMAN. It will, if the committee 


should zo back and go over the Calendar again. 


Mr. FULLER. 


1085 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, 
in his opinion, it is not in order for gentlemen to 
withdraw objections which they have made to 
Calendar, as they were called. We 
have now gone through with the Calendar. The 
rule provides that, on the first and fourth Frida 
of every month the Calendar shall be called over; 
and that such bills as no objection shall then be 
made to, shall be passed by the House. 
Mr. COVODE. But, if the Chair please, I 
understand the gentleman from Michigan (Mr, 
Watsrince) desires to withdraw his objection 








| to the bill which he has indicated, for the purpose 


of offering an amendment, which will obviate all 
objection to the bill. 


he CHAIRMAN. TheChair has just stated 


| that it is not in order to withdraw objections 


which were made when the bills were called over. 
But the Calendar having been gone through with, 


| the committee may, if they choose, order the Cal- 
It has been the practice to do || endar again to be called, and the bills taken up 


so heretofore. ] will be open for discussion. 


“The CHAIRMAN. The 30th rule provides 
that, on the first and fourth Friday of each month, 


the Calendar of private bills shall be called over; || 


and the bills to the passage of which no objection 
shall then be made, shall be first considered and 


| disposed of. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Ifagentleman objects toa 
bill under a misapprehension of its features, and 
ask the committee for permission to go back, and 
there be no other objection, it has been the prac- 
tice of the committee to go back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the committee cannot suspend the rules. 


Mr. FULLER. I would repectfully suggest 


. . . * | 
to the Chair that the objection so contemplated in || 
the rule does not change the rule; and that a mem- | 


ber who objects may withdraw his objection at 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill in ae has 
C 


been called, and was disposed of under the rule; 


| and if we were to go back to those objected to, it || 


might deprive those not yet called of a hearing on 
this day. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I understood that the Cal- 
endar had been gone through with 
The CHAIRMAN. Not quite. 
A bill (H. R. No. 281) for the relief of Betsey | 
Nash. [Objected to by Mr. Carutce. } 
A bill (H. R. No. 282) for the relief of Edmund 
Mitchell. [Objected to by Mr. McCarry.] 
A bill (H. R. No. 283) for the relief of Evelina | 
Porter, widow of the lateCommodore David Por- 
[Objected to hy 
Mr. Covope. | 
A bill (H. R. No. 290) for the relief of Emma 


| Bidamon. 


The bill directs that there be paid to Emma 
3idamon, by the Secretary of the Treasury, out 


|of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


| appropriated, the sum of $197 35, with interest 


| 1852, in the case of the United States vs. 





| Grampus, Ursula, Stephen 
| Union. 


thereon from July 8, 1852, until paid, in full pay- 
ment of the sum adjudged and decreed to her in 
lieu of dower by the circuit court of the United | 
States for the district of Illinois, at the July term, | 

Seough 


Smith et al. 
The report having been read, the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 
A bill (H. R. No. 298) for the relief of the | 
owner and crew of the fishing schooner Florilla. 
[Objected to by Mr. McMutuy. } 

A bill (H. R. No. 300) for the relief of Joshua 
Knowles, jr., and others, owners of the schooner 
Garnet, of Truro. [Objectedto by Mr. McMut- 
LIN. 

Abin (S. No. 105) for the relief of Levi Robin- 
son. [Objected to by Mr. MeMu uy. } 

A bill (8. No. 140) for the relief of the owners 
of the fishing schooners Brandywine, Forrester, 

é. Phillips, and 
[Objected to by Mr. MeMu uw. } 

A bill (S. No. 126) for the relief of the owners 
and sharesmen of the fishing schooners Wan- 
derer, Mary, Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and 
Brothers.  [Objected to by Mr. MeMutum.] 


Mr. STANTON. As the Calendar has now been 
called through, in accordance with the request of 
several of my friends, I desire to withdraw my 
objection to House bill No. 269. 

r. WALBRIDGE. I also withdraw my ob- 
jection to House bill No. 196. 











Mr. FULLER, of Maine. With great defer- 
ence to the opinion of the Chairman upon ques- 
tions of order, I submit that the uniform practice 
has been to give a different construction to the 
rule, and I therefore respectfully take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STANTON. I submit to the Chair, 
whether it is not competent for a gentleman, by 


| the unanimeus consent of the committee, to with- 


| draw his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 

present occupant of the chair, the committee can- 
| not suspend the rules prescribed by the House 
| for its government; and the Chair thinks that to 
withdraw an objection after the bill has been 
passed on the Calendar, would be to suspend the 
| rules. The question is, ‘* Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand asthe judgment of the committee?’’ 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
| tleman will withdraw his motion that the cem- 

mittee rise, as it is quite early in the day. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion, if the committee will go on and call the Cal- 
endar over again. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, that as it is quite early in the 
day, it is my purpose, if he will withdraw his 
motion, to move to go back and call the Calendar 

_overagain. This is private bill day, and, in my 
judgment, it ought to be devoted strictly to the 
consideration of private bills. Ifa motion 1s neces- 
sary therefor, | will move that the Calendar be 

| called over again. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw the motion 
that the committee do now rise. Is the appeal 
debatable ? 

Mr. FULLER. I withdraw the appeal, in 
order that the gentleman from Ohio may make 
his motion. 


CHARLES J. INGERSOLL. 


The CHAIRMAN. If it be the pleasure of 
| the committee, the Chair will again take up the 
| Calendar. ‘The first bill is for the relief of Charles 
| J. Ingersoll. it was passed over when the Cal- 
endar was before gone through with. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to have the account of Hon; 
| Charles J. Ingersell for mileage, at the usual rates 
of the members of Congress, and eight dollars 
| per diem pay, from January 24, 1840, to Jul 
17, of the same year,and from December 4, 1840, 
to January 15, 1841, audited and settled by the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury; and 
that he pay him the same out of the moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The report was read in extenso. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Ishould like some further 
information in this case, to induce me to support 
the bill. 

Mr. KELSEY. What is the condition of the 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the committee. 
|| Mr. KELSEY. I oppose its passage. It 

seems to me that this case has been passed upon 
by the Congress which decided the contest be- 

tween the parties. It was in possession of all 
the facts of the case, and certainly better quali- 
fred to pass on them intelligently than we-ean be. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
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Another reason for my opposition is, that I am 
against these appeals from one Congress to an- | 
other, in reference to questions which should | 
have been decided at the time. This question | 
was before a preceding Congress; and that Con- | 
gress having decided it, we ought not to interfere | 
with it any further, unless a much stronger case 
is presented than that made out by the report. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 had some occasion to look 








| 
| 
} 








| 


| 





reply to the observation of the gentleman from | 
Georgia, [Mr.Sewarp,] that the gentleman from 
Tennessee was not in Congress when this con- 
tested-election case came up in the House for its 
determination. 

Mr. SEWARD. I referred to the gentleman’s 


opposition to applications of this kind at the ].st 


| Session. 


Mr. COBB. 


I desire to state, in reference to 


into this case during the last Congress; and I || this bill, that this is the only instance in the past 

| history of this House where mileage and per 

| diem has been refused to a contestant who pre- 
I 


think the objection comes with rather a bad grace 
from the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Ken- 
sey,] after that side of the House has voted to 
ay every contestant, so far, during this session. | 
Fa this ease, Mr. Ingersoll had the certificate of 
the Governor. The judges of the election gave 
their certificate to Mr. Naylor. The decision of | 
the case was postponed to a late day of the Con- 
gress, in consequence of the pendency of the 


great New Jersey case. Mr. Naylor was finally | 


eclared to be entitled to the seat. I submit 
whether, after having voted to pay contestants, at | 
this session, against whom the House has de- 
cided—contestants who had no certificate of their | 
election—we ought not to pay mileage and per 
diem in this instance? 

The objection that the pay was not voted by 
the Congress that made the decision in the case, 
has no force init. Every Committee of Elections 
since, has reported in favor of paying; there is 
notanexception. 1 hope the bill will be allowed 
to be reported. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iam sorry that I have to 
differ with my friend from Georgia. Lagree with 
the gentleman from New York over the way. It 
Sy Gicamse very common for gentlemen to contest 
elections to this House, and in many cases without 
any sufficient and substantial ground; and I hold 
that we should rigidly investigate, not only this 
bill, but every other similar case, before any pay- 
ment of the kind asked for is made. If this be 
right, and the contestant ought to be paid, why 
did not the Congress in which he sought a seat 
pay him? Weare called on to decide in the mat- 
ter on ex parte testimony. Now IL ask whether 


this one is of deciding upon any of the contested 
cases before us? I must be permitted to express 
my surprise at the introduction of this bill. Sir, 
itcan be made ‘a good thing’’ for gentlemen 
who have been candidates for Congress and de- 
feated by the people, to come here and draw 
mileage and per diem. 
Mr. SEWARD. (1 will ask the gentleman a 
uestion. If the gentleman hada certificate from 


sented as strong a claim as Mr. Ingersoll; and in 
reply to the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from New York, | Mr. Kexsey,] I desire to state 
a fact to which I wish to call his attention, and 
the attention of the House. He puts his objec- 
tion upon the ground that the House that heard 
the contest decided againstthe claimant. There 
is much force and much propriety in that argu- 
ment; and if Congress had been governed by con- 
siderations of that kind heretofore, that fact could 


effect. 

But, sir, such has not been the history of Con- 
gress. [ remember an instance where, after a 
very heated contest, in the Twenty-Eighth Con- 


| gress, with which you are familiar, upon the yeas 


|and nays, every member of this House voted 
) 


|| in favor of the sitting member, and by a decisive 


majority the House refused to pay the contest- 
ant his per diem and mileage, and yet, sir, the 
very next Congress paid itto him. And it arises 
from the fact, as you will see in looking over 
those contested-election cases, that occasionally | 
there is a House very strict and very stringent, 


| which refuses all applications. Then, again, you 


will have a House that passes almost all. It so 
happened in the Congress when Mr. Ingersoll 
contested the seat of Naylor. I presume—I do not 
speak of the fact from any knowledge of my own 
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| 


| 


| gress I was disinclined to pay this, or any 


| the payment to Mr. Ingersoll—lI say every other 


| from Georgia, if Mr. Ingersoll did not hold the 
| certificate of the Governor, while Mr. Naylor helq 


| facts of the case. 


| The cases of nearly the whole of the New Jerse 


| cided at that Congress. 
i sentatives then, and, so far as m 


| ognize his claim for compensation, and would 


aright, it has been the rule of the House that, 


| give him a reasonable anticipation of success, he 


—that the House was one of that character of || 


Houses which was opposed to the payment of 
those contestants. I am very strongly inclined 


| decided; and my own impression, after so-long a 


| myself to refuse all applications of this kind. || 
any succeeding Congress will be: as capable as || 


the Governor of his State that he was elected to |! 


a seat in this body, would he not come here ? 

Mr. McMULLIN. That would depend on 
circumstances. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
stances? (Laughter. ]} 

Mr. McMULLIN. I would not come here if 
the Governor gave me a certificate when I was 
beaten by two or three thousand votes. That is 
one of them. Now let me ask the gentleman 
from Georgia a question. If this is a just and 
valid claim, why did not the Congress in which | 
Mr. Ingersoll claimed a seat pay him? The | 
House of that day was the jury which tried and 
decided his case. ‘ 

Mr. SEWARD. There was a general indis- ' 
position to pay any private claims. ‘The gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] now the chair- 
man Of this committee, was one of the principal 
objectors to these claims. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Thisclaim was withdrawn 
then, and afterwards again presented. It is 
another illustration that 

** He who fights and runs away 
Will live to fight another day !”’ 

I think the better way for us to do is to rise, 
and let this matter go over to another day. We 
have nota full committee, and we ought to havea | 
full one when this case is voted on. I move that | 
the committee do now rise, 1 want time to ex- 
amine the claim. If itbe right I do not wish to 
withhold my vote from its passage. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I beg the gentleman | 
from Virginia to withdraw his motion to rise. [ | 
wish to say a word in reference to this bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw the motion with | 
great pleasure, that the gentleman from Georgia | 
may be heard. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in | 


What are those circum- 





Mr. GIDDINGS. 
others. 

Mr. COBB. That may be so. There is an- 
other fact connected with Mr. Ingersoll’s applica- 
tion. My recollection is, that he himself was 
opposed to this system of paying contestants. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I believe he | 
expressly declined to have the question brought 
before that Conecress. 

Mr. COBB. 


That Congress paid all 


3ut when he sees every other applicant paid, I 


eress,and ask themto pay him. And he has not 
applied by mere resolution, but he brings up his 


have voted against others in other Congresses. I 
voted against the payment in the case to which 
[ have referred, in the Twenty-Eighth Congress, 


where the seat of the then Speaker of the House | 
was contested by Mr. Botts, of Virginia. I voted | 
against it in that Congress, and in the next Con- || 


gress, because I did not think it came within any 
proper rule. But Congress afterwards paid it. 

This very session, your Committee of Elec- 
tions, in a contested case, reported that they 
were clearly and unanimously of opinion that the 
contestant had no claim to the seat, and with 
equal clearness and unanimity they recom- 
mended that he should be paid his mileage and 

erdiem. I allude to the contested seat from the | 

I think, if the House will go to that extent, to 
which I am not prepared to go, they ought to be 
willing to pay in a case where the facts are such | 
as they are in the Ingersoll case. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire to inquire of the | 
gentleman from Georgia if this is the first time 
this case has been before Congress? 

Mr. COBB. I think not; and if it had been | 
refused every session, and every day of every 
session, since the contest took place, it could not 
affect my vote if I believed it right that he should 
be paid. I regret that the principle has been es- 
tablished of paying at all in such cases. The true | 


I presume he did, because Mr. | 
Ingersoll was opposed to that class of cases. | P ng t 
|| He was attending court in Philadelphia and else- 
think, with propriety, he can come before Con- ! 


tate of Maine. 


| to give Mr. Ingersoll no reasonable hope of suc- 


|| place himself upon. 





| 
| 


. 





— in the decision of this Ingersoll ang 
now be urged against Mr. Ingersoll with much || 


| rather of opinion that Mr. Ingersoll claimed a 
‘claim in the nature of a bill, open to discussion || 
} and examination, and requiring, not only the 
| sanction of this House, but also of the Senate. I | 
have voted against some of this class of cases. | 
I have voted against some this session, and [ | 


,, also; and whenever the case of Ingersoll] has been 
| up, I believe the common — has been to 


May 1, 
———> 
rule would be, never to pay where the contestant 
failed to obtain the seat. Bat you must diserim. 
inate to some extent. I attempt to do it. [ hay, 
examined this case. When I first came to Con. 





; ; Other 
similar claim. But when I see other cases hot 


as meritorious as this, and every other case a 
meritorious, paid, I cannot in justice Withhold 


case, for if there is any other case which figs hot 
been paid I do not know it. If there is any other 
case equally meritorious | shall vote for it, as | 
shall vote for this. 

Mr. WALKER. I will ask the gentleman 


only the certificate of the judges ? 
Mr. COBB. That is my recollection of the 


Mr. GIDDINGS. It is not my intention to 
detain the committee long upon this question, | 


Naylor case, and there were quite a number of 
contested-election cases before that Congresg, 


members, whose seats were contested, were de. 
The House of Repre- 
knowledge 
extends, has ever attempted to hold, that when 
the claimant came with a case so clear—so dis. 
tinctly marked, that he had reason to believe 
that his constituents had reason to believe that 
he was entitled to his seat, the House would ree. 


pay him mileage and per diem. If I recollect 


when a man has a prima facie case which would 


is entitled to compensation. 

| know that the Twenty-Sixth Congress, in 
which this case was heard, professed to be guided 
by that rule. The case of Ingersoll was thea 


time has elapsed, is, that a clear case was made 
out against the claimant; that Naylor held his 
seat here by so strong and irrefutable a claim as 


cess in the contest; and, if my recollection is 
correct, Mr. Ingersoll contested solely upon a 
technicality which he, as a lawyer; felt willing to 
1 only mention my inupres- 
sion, from the recollection I have, that he had 
no such reasonable and satisfactory claim as to 
entitle him to mileage and per diem compensation. 
I do not think that for the two years, while the 
contest Was pending, he was here for ten days. 


where, and omitted to pay any attention to the 
case, until the second session of Congress. | am 


per diem, yet I speak without that distinctness 
of recollection which enables me to speak with 
certainty. This case has been up occasionally, 
ever since that day, and it has always been 
rejected. The case of Mr. Botts, to which the 
gentleman from Georgia referred, has been up 


amend it by putting on the Botts case; and when 
the Botts case was up, to amend by putting on 
the Ingersoll case; and the bills went over in that 
way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. Botts has been paid. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then, I think if we are to 
follow a bad precedent, Ingersoll should be paid, 
also. Botts was a Whig, and Ingersoll a Demo- 
crat, and I believe the Whigs have generally 
voted for the Botts claim, and the Democrats for 
the Ingersoll claim. I think if Botts has beet 
paid we might pay this without much scruple. 

A friend sitting behind me has referred me to 
the fact that Mr. Ingersoll was paid for the ex- 
pense of taking testimony—about $1,100—at the 
time. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I was about 
to refer to that fact. It shows that it was a sub- 
stantial controversy. This contested-election 
case occurred in the Congress of 1839-740, I be- 
lieve. Iam not very familiar with all the facts 
of the case. 

Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) 1 _would 
make a suggestion to the gentleman from Maine, 
for his consideration and for that of the commit 
tee. I should like very much that this bill be- 
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for the present, so as to give time to 
ae look ison it and investigate it fully. 
wr WASHBURN. 1 have buta few words 
ee yor This case occurred in 1839, in the same 
Congress in which the celebrated New Jersey 


cases were decided. ‘There was undoubtedly a 


ood deal of political feeling connected with the || 


decision of these cases. And it will be found that 
the House was not at that time in the very best 
mood to decide justly and impartially on this 
claim of Mr Ingersoll for mileage. Atany rate, 
in the next Congress, and, | think, in the suc- 
ceeding Congress, perhaps in the three following 
Congresses, Mr. Ingersoll was himself a member 
of the House; and during that time he would not 
permit his claim to be brought before Congress. 
' Phat will account for the fact that this claim was 
not acted on during thattime. Afterwards, when 
he ceased to become a member, he presented his 
etition for per diem and mileage. It has been 
allowed in every other contested case, I believe, 
and in this case a favorable report has been ob- 
tained in each Congress from the committee. But 
the bill has failed in its passage, in consequence 
of the manner—as I understand from my col- 
leatue—in which it was brought forward. In 
no instance, however, has it been discussed and 
defeated on its merits, I believe it is true—as 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] says— 
that in every contested election the contestant 
has received per diem and mileage. I remember 
that, in the Thirty-Second Congress, three old 
cases were brought forward and allowed. Among 
them the claim of Mr. Taliaferro, of Virginia, 
who contested the seat of a member of this House 
some thirty years before, was brought forward, 
examined, and allowed. I believe that this case 
of Mr. Ingersoll is the only case that has failed; 
and I know that my colleague on the committee 
{Mr. SrepHens] says that he has examined this 
question very thoroughly, and is clearly of the 
opinion that itis a just claim, and ought to be 
paid. The Committee of Elections, on the state- 
ment of facts made by him, that he had fully in- 
vestigated the whole question, were unanimously 
of opinion that the claim ought to be allowed. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. Gippines] has stated the ruleon which 
the House has acted in regard to the payment of 
a contestant—and, I think, he has stated it cor- 
rectly—that where a candidate exhibited such a 
state of facts as might induce the belief that he 
had a good case, then they would pay him. I 
have looked at the Journals of that time, and find 
that on the decision of this contested case of In- 
gersoll and Naylor, the vote was 117 to 85. I 


i 
| 
| 


think that there is pretty fair evidence presented | 


of Mr. Ingersoll having some show of claim to his 
seat, when he is sustained by a vote of eighty-five 
members of the House. I desire to state another 
fact. If I have been correctly informed, during 
the last Congress, or the Congress before that, or 
within the last few years, at any rate, the House 
has paid, either by resolution of the House or 
by a bill passed in Congress, the claim of Mr. 
Taliaferro, which had been standing for thirty 
years. 

Mr.STANTON., It was refused by the Thirty- 
Second Congress. 

Mr. COBB. It was refused at that time, butit 
was subsequently paid. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [do think thatthe claim of 
Mr. Ingersoll was stronger than that of Mr. 
Botts. 
Opinion that Mr. Ingersoll should be, for his case 
was much stronger. 

Mr. COBB. Certainly; in the one case the 


vote was unanimous, and the other was a close || 


vote. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


mittee that instead of going into a discussion of 
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ury is very full. I donot object so much to the 


{f Mr. Botts was paid, I am decidedly of || 


I suggest to the com- | 


this matter, which would carry us late into the | 


evening, the committee should let the bill pass || 


and go into the House, where it can be discussed | 


and decided. 
Mr. MILLSON. I know that opposition to 

private claims is very ungracious in th 

and is very seldom successful. 


is House, | 
For some cause | 


or other—good nature, easiness of disposition, | 


or other cause, private claims are very often passed 


when Sey should not be, without that examina- || 
1 should be bestowed uponthem. Now, | 


tion whic 


sir, there are very many demands upon our Treas- 
ury; and fortunately, or unfortunately, the Treas- 
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That was the argument I 


was well founded. 
made. 

Mr. MILLSON. Perhaps I did not fully ap- 
| preciate the argument of the gentleman from 

Georgia; but it seems to me that his statement 

now does not materially alter the character of his 

argument. The gentleman argues that Mr. Inger- 
soll is entitled to his compensation and mileage, 
because he acted in good faith. How does that 
affect the case? If he was not a member of Con- 
gress, why should he receive the pay of a mem- 
ber of Congress? Is it because he rendered public 
service? When and where? Hedid not render 
public service, but he vexed the ear of Congress 
with an unfounded demand. I do not question 
the good faith of Mr. Ingersoll; but we are not 
now considering the question of good faith. If 

a man brings an action at law or in equity, and 

fails to obtain a judgment in his favor, will he be 

likely to recover the amount for which he sued 
because the judge may be satisfied that he acted 
honestly and in good faith in bringing the suit? 

Why, sir, suppose this case had been decided 

against the contestant, not by a vote of 117 to 85, 
acterize them now, on account of the confusion || but by the casting vote of the Speaker. What 

of parties? Why, sir, 1 think | amas earnest || then? The decision was against him; he was 
aud sincere a Democrat as any gentleman here; || never a member of Congress; he had rendered no 
but I cannot vote for this claim. I think I have || public service; and upon what principle do you 
never voted for an appropriation for the pay and || take money out of the ‘Treasury for his compen- 
mileage of one who has claimed a seat in this |) sation? 

House, and failed to secure it. The gentleman |, Suppose a man who had purchased a lottery 

from Georgia [Mr. Coss) asserts, that in all sim- || ticket, and drawn the number next to that draw- 

ilar applications the applicant has received his |, ing the highest prize, were to claim the prize upon 
vay and mileage. Why, what does he mean by || the ground that he came very near drawing the 
fic ‘* pay and mileage ?’’ For whatis pay and || number which would have entitled him to it, he 

mileage given? Pay is the equivalent for service |/ would be laughed at and ridiculed. So, sir, ix 

rendered, and mileage is a constituent part of that || this case,this contestant is not entitled to receive 

yay. One who never has been a member of this |} that compensation which we are only authorized 
[ouse is not entitled to compensation as a mem- || to give to those who have rendered public serviee. 

| ber, either in the form of per diem pay, or in the I have invariably voted against all bills and 
form of mileage. One who is a member receives, || resolutions of this sort; and if the demand now 
in consequence of the service rendered, a stipu- || made is yielded to, the probability is that all those 
lated compensation; but one who claims to be || who have contested elections here, from the foun- 

a member, and fails to establish his claim—what |; dation of the Government down to this time, or 

is he entitled to? Has he rendered any public || their representatives, will come forward and ask 

service?) Has he come here at the instance of || that we shall pay to them the same compensation 

Congress, so as to be entitled to a demand for || which has been recently, under what | consider 

mileage? Has he been in daily attendante in the || a very injudicious and impolitic rule, paid to 

House, voting on public questions which arise, || others. 
| so as to be entitled to the stipulated per diem [ am glad to learn from the remarks of my 

compensation? No,sir. Hehascome here,ask- || friend from Georgia, | Mr. Cosps,] that in making 

ing to be admitted as a member; and because we || this opposition to this bill | shail probably re- 
| May suppose, or some may suppose, that he had || ceive the approbation of Mr. Ingersoll himself, 
| tolerable reason to believe he should succeed in his || | am glad to find that this. claim has not been 
suit, is he therefore to receive the compensation || presented unul the yoeens day because of the 
of a member of Congress? Why, sir, I do not || repugnance of Mr, Ingersoll to raising such a 
see upon what principle this compensation can be || demand; and | only hope the House will be as 
voted toanyone. Many years had elapsed after || reluctant to conform to this improper precedent 
the foundation of our Government before any || established by Congress. Let us not conform to 
| such claim was made, or any such allowance || these improper precedents, but let us recollect 
ever granted. the old maxim, that a bad custom ought to be 

Suppose that, after a contest of six months’ || abolished. ‘The sooner this custom is abolished 
duration, Mr. Ingersoll had been voted into his || the better it will be for the country. 
| seat, would he then have been entitled to his com- Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 

pensation during the time in which the contest || committee do now rise. 
| was in progress? Surely not. If you will look The motion was agreed to, 
at the history of the Government, you will find So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
that, where a contestant is admitted to his seat, he |! resumed the chair, Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
is entitled to receive his compensation only from || reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
'the day of his admission. 1 never heard of a|! ha., according to order, had the Private Calendar 
| contestant who was admitted to his seat on the || under consideration, and had directed him to re- 
first day of June claiming compensation from the || port various bills, some with and some without 
first Monday in December. || amendment, with the recommendation that they 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. || do pass. 
| Cops] argues that, because eighty-five gentlemen Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the bills be read 
| supposed that Mr. Ingersoll was entitled toa seat, || over by their titles, and that the vote be taken on 
therefore he is to receive at least the same mileage || them collectively. 
and compensation that he would have received Mr. WHEELER. { object. 
if he had been seated. . DEFICIENCY BILL. 

. Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a privileged ques- 
| ginia does me injustice. I presented no such ar-|| tion, The committee of conference upon the dis- 
gument. I referred to the vote in Mr. Ingersoll’s | agreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
case, by way of illustrating the principle laid || amendments of the Senate to the deficieney bill 
down by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Giv-|| have been unable to agree. I desire, therefore, 
pines.] He state! that the House had adopted || tg move that that committee on the part of the 
the principle of paying mileage and compensation | House be discharged from the further eonsider- 
wherever they were satisfied that the contestant |! ation of the subject, and that a new committee be 
was acting in good faith—wherever he had acted appointed. 
under a conviction that he was entitled to his seat; he motion was acreed to. 
and I said the fact that Mr. Ingersoll’s claim was || a" 
| sustained by the recorded vote of eighty-five | WATER FOR WASHINGTON. 

| 


| expenditure of money involved in these private 
| appropriations; but there is one consequence of 
| facility with which these private claims are ex- 
| amined and allowed which is of very great public 
| importance, and that is its tendency to invite the 
presentation of fraudulent demands, and its tend- 
ency to corrupt the public heart. To that I do 
object; and I have a right, as a citizen of the Uni- | 
ted States, to object to the corruption of the pub- 
lic morality which results from the facility with 
| which demands are allowed by the House. Ido 
not make these observations with any reference 
to the claim now under consideration, but simply 
to show the reason why, on many occasions, I 
am more apt to pay attention to these private 
demands than perhaps gentlemen may suppose | | 
ought to be. 

Now, inreference to this demand orclaim for pay 
and mileage, on what foundation can it be placed ? 
Is it to be voted for by the Democrats of the House 
because Mr. Ingersoll was a Democrat, and for the 
same reason voted against by those who are not 
Democrats? I donot know exactly how to char- 





I move the 





My friend from Vir- 


| members of the House, was very strong evidencé’|}_ Mr. COVODE. I give notice that | will, on 
that Mr. Ingersoll acted in good faith, and pre-|| some early day, ask leave to introduce a bill to 
i sented aclaim which he was authorized to believe || incorporate a company to furnish the city of 
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Washington and the Government with an abund- 
ant supply of pure water, to be styled “* The | 
Washington Water-Works Company.” 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can file his 
notice under the rule. | 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a message from the President 


of the United States, transmitting a letter from 
the Postmaster General, with accompanying cor- | 





bills and joint resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole without amendment: 

A bill to grant to L. Jane Horner and children 
a section of land in Oregon. 

A bill for the relief of Anson Dart. 

Mr. WHEELER asked for a separate vote. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Colonel 
Charles Simms, late collector of the port of Alex- 
andria. 

A bill forthe relief of William Humphrey, Jr., 


owner of fishing schooner Good Exchange, lost | 


respondence, in relation to mail transportation || at sea. 


between our Atlantic and Pacific possessions, and 
earnestly commending the subject to the attention | 


of Congress; which was referred to the Commit- || the relief of James M. Goggin,”’ approved 27th | 


Mr. McMULLIWN asked fora separate vote. 
A bill to construe the act entitled ‘* An act for 


tee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, and ordered || July, 1854. 


to be printed. 


A resolution for the relief of the Southwestern 


Also, a message from the President of the United || and Muscogee Railroad Companies. 


States, transmitting a report from the Secretary 
of the Treasury in reference to measures taken 
since the 27th day of December, 1852, for the 
indemnification by the Spanish Governmentof the 
captains, owners, and crews, of the bark Geor- | 
giana and the brig Susan Loud, in consequence | 
of the capture aol confiscation of said bark and 
brig by the Spanish authorities; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER. I meve that the House do 
now adjourn. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his motion to adjourn, and 
let us dispose of the bills just reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALKER. I decline to withdraw it. 


The question was put; and on adivision there || 


were—ayes 16, noes 70. 
Mr. WALKER. I demand tellers 
Tellers were not ordered. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


PASSAGE OF PRIVATE BILLS. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope there will be no 


objection to a call for the previous question on 
the report of the Committee of the Whole 
House. 
Mr. WHEELER. I object to a vote being 
taken on all the bills at once. 
Mr. LANE. I will interpose no objection, if | 
a separate vote be had on one of the bills re- | 


| 
| 


| 
| 





A bill for the relief of John Crawford. 

A bill granting a pension to Ansel Wilkinson. 

A bill to continue the pension to Nancy Weath- 
erford. 


A joint resolution for the relief of Dr. William 
P. A. Hail, late of the Tennessee volunteers im | 


| ° 
| the Mexican war. 


| 


ported. || 


Mr. CAMPBELL. There is no bill reported | 
to the House which could not have been defeated 
in the committee by a single objection. I only 
desire that these bills shall be placed in a position | 
where we can give them early action. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It has been the practice for 
many years, when a report is made from a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on objection day, to 
have the report read, and all those bills en which | 
a separate vote is not asked passed en masse. 

r.CAMPBELL. I hope that course will be | 
adopted in this instance. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman | 
from Ohio states correctly the former practice; | 
but itis a practice which must have unanimous | 
consent. One bill has been reported from the 
committee which, if I had been in a position 
where I thought I could object, | would have ob- | 
jected to. [Laughter.}] It would never have come | 
before this House by my consent without discus- | 
sion. As it has come into the House, I ask, 
under the circumstances, that it may be placed 
in a position where I can state my objections to | 
= ask that it be postponed until next Fri- | 

ay. 
he SPEAKER. The bills reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House will be read by | 
their titles; and gentlemen will indicate, as they | 
are read, those on which a separate vote is sited. 

Mr. JONES. The bill to which I refer is | 

House bill (No. 135) for the relief of the repre- | 








sentatives and sureties of Robert King, deceased. || 


I want it put in a position to allow me to submit | 
the reasons why I cannot give it my vote. I | 
move its postponement until Friday next. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. JONES. If objection be made, then I | 
insist on a separate vote on each bill reported. | 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with | 
the reading of the report of the committee; and | 
gentlemen will indicate, as the bills are read, | 
those on which a separate vote is asked. 


The Clerk then read the titles ef the follewing 


A bill for the relief of Captain J. P. Hatch, of 
the United States Army. 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Price, of Jefferson 
county, Virginia. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of the late Col- 


onel John Hardin. 


A bill for the relief of Emma Bidamon. 
The bills and joint resolutions above reported, 


upon which separate votes were not asked, were | 
then ordered to be engrossed, and read a third || 


time; and being engrossed, they were severally 
read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT KING, DECEASED. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I now ask that the bills to 


which amendments were made, and reported 
without objection, be acted on by the House. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| the deposits were removed from that instit 





The following bill was reported from the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole with an amendment: 


A bill for the relief of the representatives and || 


sureties of Robert King, deceased. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That bill may as 
well be considered now as at any other time. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman allow 
those bills reported with amendments, and to 


which there is no objection, to be taken up and | 


passed ? 


Mr. JONES. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
Mr. JONES. 


ment be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the district attorney of the United States for the dis- 


Il ask that the bill and amend- 


| trict of East Tennessee be authorized, and he is hereby 


directed, to dismiss the suit by him instituted in favor of 
the United States on the official bond of the late Robert 
King, former pension agent at Knoxville, Tennessee; and 
that the claim of the United States founded upon said bond, 


and sought to be enforced in said suit, be, and the same is | 


hereby, released and discharged. 

The amendment, in the nature of a proviso, 
was reported, as follows: 

Provided, however, That the accounting officer of the 


Treasury shall first adjust the accounts of Robert King, as | 


pension agent, allowing to the defendant for him two per 
cent. on the moneys paid out by him for all the time he 
acted as such agent, and for which he was never allowed ; 


and that the defendants shall have first paid the balance, if | 


any, which may be found due to the United States. 
The SPEAKER stated that the question was 


|| first upon the amendment. 


Mr. JONES. This bill, sir, stands at the head 
of a class, and is a pioneer bill, which is to open 
the way for the drawing of half a million of 
dollars from the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, (interrupt- 
ing.) I see that the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, who reported this bill, is not 
now in the House; and I suggest that, inasmuch 
as the bill will probably give rise to much debate, 
its further consideration be postponed. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to go on now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Would it not be fair to 
mts until the gentleman who reported the bill is 

re? 


| 


I have no objection to that, if I |) 
\| am still entitled to the floor. | 
I object to that. I} 
| want to hear the gentleman from Tennessee now. || 


This is a private bill, introduced by m 
in which, I presume, the chairman of the Com. 


Mr. SNEED. 1 desire to make a suggestion 


yself, and 


mittee on the Judiciary feels no interest: and | 
prefer that the bill be considered and disposed of 
now. ; 

Mr. JONES, (resuming.) The amount ; 
volved in this bill is very small and insignificant, 
but,as I remarked before, it stands at the head of 
a class of cases, and will be urged as a precedent 
and reason why all others should be paid. 
to 1836, the United States Bank was the de 
ory of the funds of the Government, and agent 
for the payment of pensions, if other agents were 
not appointed; and no compensation was allowed 
to the bank for such agency. Subsequently, when 


Prior 
Posit- 


: e ution 
agents were appointed by the United States fo, 


the payment of pensions, and there was no pro- 
vision by law for making compensation to thogp 
agents. The right of the agents was then recoc. 
nized to use the money of the Government in their 
custody, as they might think proper—there was 
no law to forbid it; and it was held, from 1836 to 
1847, that the use of the money in the hands of 
the agents, by the agents, was sufficient compen- 
sation for the trouble and responsibility they had 
in discharging the duties of their agency for the 
Government; and, sir, in many cases the agents 
themselves, as I believe, used those moneys in 
buying and dealing in exchange, in shaving the 


| paper of the country, and for their own private 
| emolument, and thus compensated themselves for 


discharging the duties of agents for paying pen- 
sions. That use of the money was recognized 
and expected by the Department, and that was 
the reason, as [ understand, why, from 1836 to 
1847, there was no law to authorize the payment 
of two per cent., or any other compensation, to 
agents for paying pensions. 

Then, sir, after the passage of the Independent 
Treasury bill in 1846, and after it was made a 
penal offense for any agent or disbursing officer 
to use the money in his possession or custody, 
in any private way whatever, either for or without 
interest, Congress passed a law giving to the 
agents for paying pensions two per cent. on the 
amounts disbursed by them. Then, sir, this bill 
is to pay the two per cent., to an agent for pay- 
ing pensions from 1836 to 1847—the time when 
the law authorwed no compensation out of the 
Treasury—the time when there was a recogni- 
tion, on the part of the Treasury Department, of 
their officers and agents using the money in the 
way they did. If they used the money in this 
way, speculating even on those to whom it right- 
fully belonged, I cannot see the propriety—I can- 


|| not admit the justice—of now paying money out 





ee 


of the Treasury to these agents, who have thus 
used the money for the purpose of their own 
private emoluments. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (interrupting.) It 
is evident, Mr. Speaker, that we cannot act upon 


| this bill to-day; and if the gentleman from Ten- 





|| nessee will give way, I will move that the House 


do now adjourn. 
Mr. JONES. Will this bill come up as unfin- 


| ished business on Friday next? 


The SPEAKER. It will be, on Friday next, 
the first business in order after the House shall 
have disposed of the motion to refer the bills from 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. JONES. Then I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon, (at 
a quarter to four o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed till Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


iN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 2, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a letter of the Post- 
master General, with accompanying correspond- 
ence, in relation to mail transportation between 
our Atlantic and Pacific possessions; which, 00 
motion of Mr. Apams, was referred to the Com- 


I move that the House 
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